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NoHhem Disinet of New-York, to Wit r 
BE IT UEWEXBISMMDf Tb»t on the fifth day 
of Angast, Anno Domini, 1831, Pitt 
Morse, of the said District, batli de- 
positl»d in this office the title of a Book, 
the title of which is in the words fol- 
lowinff, to wit: — " Sermono in tindica- 
fion of l^^erramm, by Pitt Moris, Pattor of 
the first UmoeroaUan CkwrdiandSoeiHyin W^Uer- 
town, N. Y. 'Omnia explorate: bonum tenete," in 
reply to ^Lectures on UnwersaUsm, by Joel Parker, 
Pastor of (he 3d Presbvterian Church, Rochester;' " 
the ri^ht whereof he claims as Author, in conform- 
ity with an Act of Congress, entitled an Act to 
amend the saveTal Acts respecting C<py Rights. 

RUTGER B. MfLLEir 
Clerk of the NoHhtmDi^riet ofNeuhYork. 










^ Srioe to eaier in ai the strait gate: far man^ I 

say unto you wiU seek to enter iUy and shaU not 

he abley Luke 13. 24. 

Mr. Parker's Lectures against UniTersaliBm, form 
a rare production. It is an uncommon occurrence 
hr a Clergyman of talents and intelfigence to write 
and pub&sh systematic arguments, designed to over- 
throw Universalism. Many avail themselves of th^ 
prejudices of the world — stigmatize that glorious doc- 
trine, and labor to prevent a hir investigation or e- 
ven hearing of it. Within a few years, L. Beecher 
D. D. of BostCjA Mass- has delivered Lectures a- 
gainst Universalism^ in di&rent places, and promts^ 
ed to publish them; but has never redeemed his 
promise. Mr. Parker kaft-^ifirtainly had more cour^ 
age than his distingoished New England coadjutor 
in the defence of the eternity of human misery. I 
enter most cheerfully upon a full and careful invest 
tigation of Mr. P's Lectures, because they appear 
to have been written with ability and some degree 
of candor. 

He says " the purity and extent of the law, ^ 
riehnees of divine mercy, the glory of divine justice, 
and the eternal rewards of a foture state, were topics 
which minted themselves with his" (the Saviour's^ 
" ^mmon discoui^." The eternal retoards of a ' 
future stuie mere n^ver mentbned by Jesus Christ 
on any qocasipfi! Mt. P- jAtOUM have, recollected 



the d^^ctjott betiyeeu asisertion and argument.* — 
He has not furnished any evidence to sustain that 
assertion. A^n he says, " In the words just 
dted" (i. e. our text) " he" (Christ) " urges men 
to make a vigorous effort to enter upon that course 
of life which conducts the soul to heayen." The 
text certainly says nothing of conducting "the soul to 
heaven." Mr. F. would not only have us take it for 
granted that he has stated the true meaning of &e 
text, but that heaven means eternal blessedness— 
and infers that "many will ultimately fiiil of the bles- 
sing" of which he had been speaking. i{e must 
have calculated largely upon the credulity of Uhi- 
versalists, to suppose they would attach the same 
authority to his unsupported statements, that they 
do to the word of Grod! We believe our text has no 
relation to the final condition of mankind. See the 
Question contained in the 23d verse, "Lord are there 
tew that be saved ?" Our text is a part of the answer 
to that question. The answer is finished at the end 
of the 30th verse. The question was asked by a 
Jew, under the influence of Jewish prejudices. It 
is notorious that the Jews expected their promised 
Shiloh would be a secular Pnnce — confine his favors 
to the children of Jacob— deliver them from Pagan 
vassalage and render their nation the glory of the 
earth. Under the influence of this prejudice, the 
disciples asked Christ at the period of his resurrec- 
tion "Lord, wilt thou at this time restore the king- 
dom again to Israeli^'* A vision from heaven was 
necessary to destroy this prejudice in the mind of Pe- 
ter. From all these circumstances, it is [dain that 
he who asked thequestioB, " are ^ere few that be 



^y<ed?" had his miod upu t&a^ul ^ilTatioo— and 
Our Stviour's answer was adapted to the condition 
of the inquirer's mind. The meaning of Christ's re>- 
ply appears to be in substance as fol&ws: Strive to 
enter into the gospd dispensation ; for at a paxticu* 
lar time, many Jews will seek to enter id, and shall 
not be able, because they strive to enter through th^ 
Mosaic law. When I shall have risen from the 
dead, the legal dispensation shall be abolished, the 
door of the .Mosaic law effectually shut, and ye (the 
Jews) rejected as workers of iniquity, thou^I have 
taught in your streets. Then shall the Gkntiles, 
(with respect to spiritual privileges) take the place 
of the Jews, and come m>m every direction, and sit 
down in the kingdom of Grod, or dispensation of gos- 
pel grace, while you, (the Jews) shall be thrust out 
— the last shall be first, and the first last. This view 
of the sulject is confirmed by the language of Paul, 
'^^ blindness in part is happened to Israel, until the 
fulness of the Grentiles be come in : and so all 'Israel 
shall be saved" &c. Rom. chap. 11. The expla- 
nation we have given the text, not only appears 
consistent, but comports with-the opinions of some 
who believe in eternal misery. Joseph Emerson, 
fwmerly Pastor of a church in Beverly Mass. writ^ 
ing of die Millennium says, "I am strongly inclined 
to the opinion of Dr. Hopkins> that of the whole hu- 
man race, thousands will be saved, to one that is lost. '^ 
For evidence that thft phrases ''kingdom of heaven" 
and ''kingdom of God,'' mean the gospel dispensation, 
see Math. 3. 2.-4. 17 — 12. 28.— 21. 43.-23. 
13. Luko 4. 43.--16. 16.-- 17. 20. 21. and ma4. 
fly other passage's. 
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piOftn^<»a, whieh iiii*. Jr. endeavors to es-. 
tablish is, "some of our race will actually suffer eter- 
nal punishment." We agree with him res|>ecting 
**the importance of the subject, and the propriety of 
a thorough investigation." He says, "the docfarine 
of punishhient suited to the demerit of crime, lies at 
the foundation of all government by law. The mor- 
al rectitude of euch government, depends upon the 
proper apportionment of penalties, and an impartial 
^(Jininistration : but its power depends upon the de- 
gree of certainty, with which the penalty is seen to 
loUow the infraction of the law." In all this, we a- 

Sree with him, but we think he has laid a sure foun- 
ation for his own destruction. After referring to 
instances illustrative of the statements we have quo- 
ted, he says, "It will be seen from these statements, 
that the doctrine of future punishment lies at the ve- 
ry foundation of the Divine government." Why 
80 ? If government is foundea on the doctrine of 
punishment suited to the demerit of crime — ^if an 
impartial administration and a proper apportionment 
of penalties constitutes its moral rectitude — ^if its 
power depends on the degree of certainty, with which 
the penalty is seen to folbw the infraction of the law 
—•how dees it follow thai future punishmenf^ i. e. 
endless misery, lies at the very foundation of the di- 
vine government ? Surely it does not thus follow, 
unless endless misery be the punishment, suited to 
tke dement of crime. This our author has not at- 
tempted to prove. To G»aume it, was to beg the 
Question in dispute. Mr. P. says, "It is the per- 
ftctidli of this" (the divine) " government that 06- 
sokte certainty characterizes all its operations, and 
v» thxrJe \ye shall be able to shoiv tljat there is noth- 



iag in it to- encourage the hope of impunity ; notliil^ 
to mid^te the doom of traaigressors. The penalty 
of the Taw of God is weighty as his eternal curse, 
and sure as his ability to inflict it." He has fur- 
nished no evidence that the penalty of the law of 
God is weighty as his eienutl curat. If he had had 
any evidence to confirm his statementj he probably 
would not have left a matter so weighty to rest on 
his testimony alone. But suppose we admit what 
he has said. Suppose the penalty of the law of God 
\iy be an eternal tarse — that absolute certainty char- 
acterizes all the operations of the divine government 
— ^that there is nothing to mitigate the doom of trans- 
gressors — ^that the penalty of his law will be inflict- 
ed n all trani^essors, unless his power fail — ^sup- 
pose we also consider that " all have sinned, and 
come short of the glbry of God," and what will ne- 
cessarilv foUow ? Universal damnation ! When 
Mr. p. can extricate iiimseif from his own reason- 
ing, we think there will be some chance for other 
sinners also. True he says on another page, " the 
effect of the doctiine of future punishment, depends 
upon the certainty with which it is seen to be com- 
ing upon every iTurevor n!ed sinner." . But this 
forms no exception to what he had previously laid 
down ; because eceri; sinner has '}€m unreconciled — 
unless therefore the penalty of endless misery be in- 
flicted, the divine government is powerless by . his 
own showing ! 

Mr. p. candidly admits that there is a numerous 
oIms of people who hold the doctrine of Universal 
salvation." There are probably hundreds of thou- 
isands oi Uniyerealists in the U. S. and they are rap- 



My increasing. We rejoice that Mr. P. does not 
consider us "beyond the reach "bf the gospel;" but if 
he supposed we have not generally examined our 
own distinguishing sentiment, or have not decided 
with candor and impartiality, he was undoubtedly 
mistaken. The eternal destmy of man is as inter- 
esting to us as to others— our final welfare is veiy 
near our hearts. But Mr. P. was carefiil to inform 
his hearers that his lectures were not given " solely, 
nor chi^y for the sake" of Universalists — ^but for 
those multitudes who feel powerfully inclined to re- 
ject a doctrine of such overwhelming import as that 
of future and eternal punishment." Overwhelming 
truly ! "A strong practical conviction of its reality," 
would banish reason from the mind, or benevolence 
from the heart of man ? 

After presenting a sketch of his design in the Lec- 
tures, he proceeds to what he terms " direct argu- 
ments for the doctrine of future and eternal punish- 
ment, drawn from four classes of scripture quota- 
tions." 1. He says "our first source of argument, 
is the promises of the gospel. These promises are 
peculiar in two respects ; they refer to a peculiar 
Kind of blessings, and to a very peculiar character." 
Strange indeed that the promises of the gospel should 
furnish argument in favor of eternal punishment ! 

Mr. P. says "The peculiar and distinguished bles- 
sings, promised in the gospel, comprise a deiiveranca 
from all sin, and the bestownient of eternal happi- 
ness.'" This proposition, we admit ; not on account 
of what he has said to support it, but because we 
think it contains the trtitb, and is susceptible of conir 
plete confirmation. 



He says "These promises are made to a peculiar 
character. They are do! made to men generally and 
promiscuously, as are the offers of mercy ; but in ev- 
ery instance — ^the application is clearly and distinctly 
restricteci to a certain class of men." Again he says 
these [iromises '^ are in their application restricted 
wholly to a particular class of men, termed the right- 
eous, believers in Christ, chil hen of God &c." The 
Phrase "offers of mercy" is not scriptural language, 
^he notion that God offers mercy to the victims of 
endless >?o, charges Him with fb!iy and cruelty : folly 
in offering what He knows will be rejected : and 
cruelty in offering whs^t will increase the guilt and 
misery of the miserable. To say that the gospel 
promises to "/Ac rirjhteovs^^^ a deliverance from all 
sin, is a solecism. None can be delivered from sin, 
except the sivfnU The gospel does not promise io 
save men because they are good^ but because they 
are bad, "He shall save his people from their sins," 
Math. 1. 21. "I am not come to call the righteous, 
but siunetK to repentarxe." Math. 9. 13. "This 
is a faithful saying, and worthy of all acceptation, 
that Christ Jesus came into the world to save sin'- 
ners; of whom I am chief," 1. Tim. 1. 15. "For 
the Son of man is come to seek and to save that which 
was /o*/," Luke 19. 10. How long will it take 
Mr. P. to learn this great truth, "they that be whole 
need not a physician, but they that are sick.^" If, 
instead of limiting the promises of the gospel to the 
righteotjs, he had declared they were all made to 
ahmers, who must btcot^e tighteous in order that 
those promises may be fulfilled, he would have come 
much nearer the truth* As a refutation of his posi*^ 



taorXf we quote the langua^ of Paul. "For bjr grace 
are ye saved through faith ; and that not of your- 
selves : it is the gift of God : not of works^ lest any 
man should boast. For we are his workmanship'' 
(not our own) "created in Christ Jesus unto good 
works, which God hath before ordained that we should 
walk in diem." Ephes. 2.^. — 11. Good works 
are not the cause j but the ej^c/ of salvaticm. 

There are two complete answers to Mr. P's posi- 
tion that "the peculiar blessing, eternal life, is proffer- 
ed to a definea character, in all the promises of the 
gospel." 1. The time will come when holiness shall 
be universal, consequently by his rule, the promises 
will apply to all mankind. "Then cometh the end, 
when he shall have delivered up the kingdom to God, 
even the Father ; when he shall have put down all 
rule, and all authority and power. And when all 
tilings shall he subdued unto him^ then shall the Son 
also mmself be subject unto him that put all things 
under him, that God may be a// in all?^ 1. Cor. 
16. 24r'4i9. 

2. Mr. P. has entirely mistaken the nature of the 
promises of the gospel. "In thee shall dWfamUes 
of the earth be blessed," Gen. 12. 3. " In thy 
seed shall all the natiom of the earth be blessed," 
Gen. 22. 18. "In thy seed shall all the kindreds 
of the earth be blessed," Acts. 3. 25. All nations, 
all families and all Icindredsof the earth unquestiona- 
bly include the whole human race ; and the promise 
is positive and unconditional. That the promise in- 
cluded a spiritual blessing is seen by the following, 
"And the scripture foreseeing that God would just^ 
the kecUhen through faith, preached before- the gos- 
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p^I unlo Abr^lxam saying, in thee shall all natiooft be 
blessed." Gal. 3. 8. That no law exists whidi 
can pret^ent the fulfiknent of those gracious pronuaes 
may be perceived by looking at Gal. 3. 17. and 
21 4 *^ Is the law then against the prcnnises of God ? 
God forbid. " To place flu's impOr^nt matter beycmd 
the possibility of doubt, G od has confirmed those prom- 
ises with an oath see Heb. 6. 13. — '20. " God, 
willing^ more abundantly to shew unto the heirs of 
promise the immutability of his counsel, confirmed it 
by an oath, &c." Is it not a daring outrage against 
heaven to deny these promises, or doubt their fulfil- 
ment ? 

Mr. P's similitudes of receiving pupils into schools, 
admitting strangers into an hospital, and inviting 
white people to attend divine service,, are all irrele- 
vant to the subject, and therefore merit no reply .-^ 
His "overwhelmmg reflections" of a sinking spirit, 
&c." are the wild, incoherent vagaries of his own 
imagination. 

2. Mr. P. attempts to draw an argument " from 
that class of texts, which contrast the future destiny 
of the righteous and the wicked." He then quotes 
several texts, which H&ve not the least relation to his 
position — ^he makes no attempt toj^rorethat theyap- 

gy to his subject — ^neither does he even mention that 
niversalists have shown, or attempted to show, that 
all those passages apply exclusively to the present 
. life ! In this instance, he has betrayed ignorance, or 
vmfavmBSS* Had he been unacquainted vrith the 
writii^ of modern Univers^lists, he should not have 
undertaken to write against Universalism, without 
first obtaining the necessary information. If he had 
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a knowledge of those writings, he wasiffailty of inex- 
cusable dismgenuousnessinomittliig to* notice that his 
opponents almost uniformly deny the application of 
every one of the texts he has quoted under this head,to 
the eternal destiny of men, that they apply them all 
to the present state of heing. Tne rules of logic 
would allow me to drop this position here, until some 
attempt be made to sustain the application he has 
made of those texts. But perhaps it may be profitable 
to spend a little time in proving a negative. 

The resurrection mentioned m the twelfth chapter 
of Daniel, was to take place at a particular time ; 
" at that time" &c. What time > The prophet Dan- 
iel was a Jew — ^to him, the people to whom the sub- 
ject applied, were repeatedly called "thy people" — 
i" e. Jews. The time designated in the twelfth chap- 
ter by the phrase " that time," was called "the time 
of the end" in the eleventh chapter. End of what? 
The end of the legal dispensation. See the 31st 
verse of the eleventh chapter where mention is made 
of "the abomination which maketh desolate," which 
Christ applies to the Romans, by whom Jerusalem 
was destroyed at the end of the age. See Math. 
24. 15. Daniel says "and ttTere shall be a time of 
trouble such as never was since there was a nation" 
&c. For the application of this see Math. 24. 21. 
For the time of the fulfilment of the prophecy of 
Daniel see Math. 24^ 34. " This generation shall 
not pass till all these things be fulfilled." The res- 
urrection was therefore not literaly but figurative re- 
lating particularly to the condition of the Jews at the 
period when their beloved city %vas destroyed, and 
they were scattered abroad amongst the Gentiles**-* 
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Awaking to '^everlasting life" relates to the iaith of 
the gospel, John 5. 24. "He that heareth my word, 
&c. — hcUh everlasting life" — ^not shall have in a fu- 
ture state ; but in the present time, "hath everlasting 
life." Awaking " to shame and everiasting con- 
tempt" is expressive of the condition of the unSeliev- 
ing Jews, in Jer. 23. 40. the same subject is 
spoken of, "And I will bring an everlasting reproach 
upon you and a perpetual shame, which shall not be 
forgotten." The scriptural meaning of the word ev- 
erlasting may be easily understood by observing that 
the land of Canaan was promised to the seed of A- 
braham "for an everlastmg possession," Gen. 17. 
8. and that they have long since ceased to possess 
it. At the day of Pentecost, thousands of Jews a- 
woke to "everlasting life" communicated through the 
gospel. If the phrase "them that sleep in the dust 
of the earth," be thought a very strong figure of 
speech ; for a parallel, see the 37th chapter of Eze- 
kiel, where the word "graves" is used in a similar 
manner. The same figurative resurrection is doubt- 
less mentioned in the fifth chapter of John's gospel. 
For an account of a resurrection into a future state of 
being, see the 15th chapter of Paul's first Epistle to 
the Cor. and Christ's reply to the Sadducees, Math. 
22d chapter and Luke 20th chapter. 

In Mr. P's imagination, the harmony of heaven 
is increased by being " contrasted with the ceaselesf 
wail and blasphemies of the damned" — ^he considers 
ihQ contrast grand, glorious and complete. But 
rhapsody is neither argument nor evidence. 

3. He says, '^a third dass of passages which afibrd 
ground for a direct argument, is found in those which 
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represent men as in danger of eternal punishment.*^ 
On this argument, he quotes but three passages. I . 
^<He that shall blaspheme a^nst the Holy Ghost 
hath never forgiveness, but is in danger of eternal 
damnation," Mark 3. 29. He says nothing upon 
this passage, except to ask the following questions, 
viz. " Now I ask how it is possible that any one 
should be in danger of eternal damnation, if there be 
no such thing ? Can men be in danger of evils that 
do not exist ^ In reply, I inquire how is it possible 
that Mr. P. should have been so blinded by preju- 
dice as to ask such questions ^ How a man, who has 
a knowledge of the classics, and officiates as a public 
teacher of rehgion can make such mistakes, and yet 
be honest, we know not. If he had looked into his 
Greek Testament, he would have seen that the 
phrase rendered " eternal damnation" is aiomou 
kriseosy which does not necessarily signify endless 
suffering. The word hiseos, damnation, is equiva- 
lent to condemnation or punishment. The word 
aioniou is equivalent to long, lasting ; or according 
to scriptural usage, everlasting. Tarkhurst in his 
Greek Lexicon on the words aim and aiofdos, says, 
the Hebrew word olim answers as the ccH-respondmg 
word for these two words in the Greek of the se- 
venty "which words denote time hidden from man, 
♦whether indefinite or definite, whether past or fu- 
ture." J^rofessor Stuart commenting on Micah 5. 
1. says, " the word Kedesh and orf, rendered by 
Turretine, eternity, are like the Greek mon, tVat 
also signifies any thing ancient, whidi has endured, 
or is to endure tor a long period. The question when 
these words are to have the sense of ancient, or very 
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old, is always to be determined by the nature of 4he 
case, i. e. by the context." Admitting the correct- 
ness of Professor Stuart's rule, let us look at the 
nature of the case. Concerning ''the blasphemy a* 
^inst the Holy Ghost" Christ was addressing Jews. 
Parkhurst says ^^aion in the Seventy generalhr an- 
swers to the Heb. o^wi," &c. In the Old Testa- 
ment, from which the Jews received their religious 
instruction, the Hebrew word o&m was not only noi 
used to dignify endless punishment in a future state, 
but was used in relation to things of a temporal na- 
ture — oHm is rendered by the words perpetual, ev- 
erlasting, forever, forever and ever. " Perpetual 
statute," Ex. 29. 9. " Everlasting possession,'* 
Gen. 17. 8. "Thy. servant forever," Deut. 16. 17. 
"Forever and ever," Jer. 7. 7. Let the phrase "e* 
temal damnation" be considevid equivalent to "ev- 
erlasting punishment," i. e. a punishment as durable 
as the nature of the case will admit, and it will fur* 
nish no real objection against the doctrine that " the 
Lamb of God- • 'taketh away the sin of the world," 
without exception. We shall say something relative 
to the forgiveness of " the blasphemey against the 
Holy Ghost" in our reply to Mr. P's fourth class of 
texts. 

He next quotes Heb. 12. 15. "lest any man fail 
of the grace of God." The Apostle left out one 
word which should have been inserted, if he meant 
to state any thing to Mr. P's purpose — that word \b 
endlessly ' If the Apostle haa said " lest any man 
endleasly fail of the grace of God," we Aould be o- 
blised in candor, to admit it as evidence of never- 
^nmng v/o. As it is, it affords no such evidence.-*- 
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Every rational being must perceive there is a ereat 
difference between foiling of the grace of God, at 
any particular time, and failing of that grace, finally 
or eternally. In the present time, every one fails 
of the grace of God, who does not enjoy it. 

The next, and' only text adduced by our opponent, 
under this head is. Math. 10. 28. " Fear not 
them which kill the body, but are not able to kill the 
soul ; but rather fear him which is able to destroy 
both soul and body in hell." This, he thinks, " is 
decisive." But he depends entirely upon prejudice 
and assertion. 1. It is not clear and inmsputable 
that the object of fear spoken of, in this passage, is 
God. It does not say God is able to destroy," 
&c. In verse 17 it is said "beware of men" i. e. 
those who are not in authority — ^"for they will deliv- 
er you up to the cottfctfe" &c. In the 31 st verse 
where direct reference is made to God, the disciples 
were exhorted, *' Fear ye not therefore" &c. that 
is, do not fear that God will abandon or finally injure 
you. If we make the object of fear spoken of in the 
28th verse, to be the divine Being, how are we to 
reconcile the two passages ? To whom then does 
the Saviour refer as the object of fear in the 28th 
verse ? Probably he referred to the presiding officer 
of the Sanhedrim, or grand council ofthe Jewish na- 
tion. Josephus says "It b here worth our while to 
remark that none could be put to death in Judea, but 
by the approbation of the Jewish Sanhedrim, there 
being an excellent provision in the law of Moses, 
that even in criminal causes, and particularly where 
Kfe was concerned, an appeal should lie from the les- 
ser councils of seven in the other cities to the Su« 
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preme council of Seventy one, at Jenisalem." Ant. 
yol 3, ch. 9, page 151. The Sanhedrim had pow- 
er to destroy "both soul and body m Gehenna i. e. 
the valley of Hinnom, which we shall soon more fully 
explain. 2. But if we suppose God the object of 
fear in " the passage under consideration, we do not 
find it asserted that he will '* destroy both soul and 
body in hell" — ^but he is able &c., "God is able of 
these stones to raise up children unto Abraham."— 
Math. 3, 9 ; but we do not learn that it. was ever his 
toill to do it. 3. But suppose God should ^^destray 
both soul and body in helP or in any place — ^then 
neither soul nor body would remain, either to suffer 
or enjoy any thing. Soul and body would be anrd" 
hiluted, Mr. P. says "We take it for granted that 
the doctrine of annihilation is not here taught."— 
What propriety was there in his taking for granted a 
point of such importance ? None at all. If his "de- 
cisive" text proves any thing unfavorable to Uni- 
versalism, it must be annihilation ; our champion 
for endless wo was so sensible of this, that he 
not only took it for granted that it did not mean an- 
nihilation ; but that it did mean endless suffering ! 
He also took it for ^ranted that hell is in a figure 
state of being — ^he nas furnished no proof of it.-r- 
Christ never taught that hell is beyond the grave. — 
David says " thou hast delivered my soul from the 
lowest hell." Was David in this world, or the next, 
when he used that language ? 

There are four different words in the original lan- 
guages which are rendered hell in our English Bi- 
bles in common use viz. Sheol^ Hadesy Tartarus 
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and Gehenna.* Critics now generally agree that 
neither Sheolj Hades nor Tttrtarus was ever used 
by any sacred writer to communicate the idea of end- 
less suffering — and therefore should not have been 
translated hell. But our business at this time is, to 
show the signification of Crehenna^ for that is the ori- 
ginal word rendered hell in the passage which we are 
mvestigating. Concerning the word Gehennaj Dr. 
Campbell says ''It is originally a compound of the 
two Hebrew words Ge^ hinnam, the VBiley of Hin- 
nom, a place near Jerusalem, of which we hear first 
in the book of Joshua 15, 8. It was there that the 
cruel sacrifices of children were made by fire to Mo- 
loch, the Ammonitish idol, 2. Chron. 23, 6." The 
Dr's. opinion thut Gehenna is used " in the New 
Testament to denote the place of future punishment" 
is entirely without evidence. Parkhurst speaking 
ofGehennasays it is "a corruption of the two He- 
brew words Ge a valley, and Mnnom the name of 
a person who was once the possessor of it. This 
valley of Hinnom lay near Jerusalem, and had 
been the place of those abominable sacrifices, in 
which the idolatrous Jews burned their children alive 
to Moloch, Baal, or the Sun. A particular place in 
this valley was called Tophet," &c. He also says 
« A Gehenna of fire. Mat. 6, 22, does, I apprehend, 
in its outward and primary sense, relate to that 
dreadful doom of being burnt alive in the valley of 
Hinnom." Xhruden says " It is thought that Tophet 
was the butchery, or place of slaughter at Jerusalem, 

* See Balfour's excellent «* Inquiry" into the 
fiignificatioQ of those words. 
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lying to the south of the city, in the valley of the 
duldren of Hinnom. It is also said, that a constant 
fire used to be kept there, for burning the carcasses 
and other fiithiness, that was brought thither from the 
city. It was in the same place that they cast away 
the ashes and remains of the images of false gods, 
when they demolished their altars, and broke down 
their statues." Isa says 30, 33. "For Tophet is 
ordained of old ; yea for the king it is prepared ; he 
hath made it deep and large. Tne pile thereof is fire, 
and much wood ; the breath of t^e Lord like a stream 
of brimstone doth kindle it."" Oruden further says 
"others think the name of Tophet is given to the val- 
ley of Hinnom, because of the sacrifices that were of- 
fered there to the god Moloch, by beat of drum, which 
in Hebrew is called Toph. It was in this manner 
that those sacrifices were ofiered. The statue of 
Moloch was of brass, hollow within, with its arms 
extended, and stooping a little forward. They light- 
ed a great fire within the statue, and another before 
it : Tney put upon its arms the child they intended 
to sacrifice, which soon fell into the fire at the foot 
of the statue, putting forth cries, as may easily be 
imagined. ■ To stifle the noise of these cries, and 
howlings, they ma le a great rattling of drums and 
other instruments, that the spectators might not be 
moved with compassion at the clamoUrs of these mis- 
erable victims." Calmet gives a similar account of 
Tophet, the valley of Hinnom and the horrid cruelties 
practiced in the worship of the idol . Moloch. We 
have positive proof that Gehenna^ or the valley of 
the SQn of Hinnom is in this world, in the book of 
Joshua 15, 8. " And the border went up by the 



20 

vdiiey of the son of Hmnom unto the south side of 
the Jebusite, the same is Jerusalem." For further 
confirmation of this important truth, see the 7th and 
19th chapters of the prophecy of Jeremiah. The 
word Gehenna is found in the New Testament 
twelve times only, it was always addressed to the 
Jews. Nothing is said of Gehenna to the Gentiles. 
This word is found Mat. 5, 22—30 ; Mat. 18, 9 ; 
Mark 9, 43—47 ; Luke 12, 5 ; Math. 10, 28 ; 
Mat. 23, 15,33 ; and James 3, 6. What now has 
become of Mr. P's ^^decisivej^^ text ? When he 
says God can leave the soul " in sinking, hopeless, 
dying, agony" — when he intimates that God will do 
this ; we are induced to ask, do christians worship the 
true God who is "good to ail" — or do they worship 
a MAoch^ burning with immortal vengeance, and 
pouring the sulphureous streams of never ending 
wrath on millions of his own creatures ? 

4. We now come to his fourth and last class of 
texts, which, he says, "represents the punishment of 
some men as remediless." Under thi^head our au- 
thor refers to James 2, 13. "For he shall have 
judgment without mercy, that hath showed no mer- 
cy." But this is nothing to his purpose, for a man 
may have judgment without miercy in a certain sense 
ana at a particular time, and yet not be excluded 
from mercy ever afterwards. The remaining part of 
the passage to which he referred is, " and mercy re- 
joiceth against judgment." Mr. P. again refers to 
the blasphemy against the Holy Ghost. See 
Mat. \^ ; Mark 3, and Luke 12th chapter. His 
object in this instance is, to show that the blasphemy 
against the Holy Ghost cannot be forgiven. It ]a 
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true the blasphemer could not be forgiven during; a 
certain period of time. But his forgiveness is not 
eternally prohibited, as may be seen oy a careful at- 
tention to the several scriptural phrases used in rela- 
tion to it. "It shall not be forgiven him, neither in 
this world, neither in the worla to come." Locke 
says "In the writings of the New Testament awn 
oUtes this world, commonly signifies the state of 
mankind before the publication of the gospel, as con- 
tradistin^shed to the evangelical state or constitu- 
tion, wiuch is commonly called aian mellon, the 
world to come." Pierce says, " The world or age 
to come is a Hebrew phrase, and signifies the times 
of the Messiah, oubn eba.^^ Mackniyht, Whitby^ 
Dr. OtDeUj Parkhurst and many others a^ee in the 
explanation of the phrases "this world and the world 
to come, with the quotations I have made from 
Locke and Pierce. "It shall not be forgiven him, 
neither in this world or age, i. e. the dispensation of 
law then drawing to a close ; neither in the world, 
or age to come," i. e. the age of the Messiah during 
which miracles wer^ wrought. "He that shall blas- 
pheme • • • • hath never forgiveness, but is in danger 
of eternal damnation," Mark 3, i. e. while a blas- 
phemer, he cannot be forgiven but will be exposed 
to condemnation as lasting as the nature of the case 
will admit. It shall not be forgiven." Luke 12; 
i. e. according to the limitation already given res- 
pecting this subject in Mat We have no reason to 
oelieve that the blasphemy against the Holy Ghost 
can be committed at this age of the world. It was 
committed W Jews who witnessed the miracles 
wrought by Christ, and maliciously ascribed them to 



**tli6 prince of the devils." That the period will 
come when all the Jews shall be forgiven is plain, 
f(nr <'all Israel shall be saved^^ Rom. chapter 11. 

Mr. P. next quotes Prov. 29, 1 ; "shall suddenly 
be destroyed and that without remedy." But this 
destruction is not said to be in a future life, nor is it 
said to be final : what then does it prove ? If t)ie 
Bible taught endless misery as plainly as our modem 
preachers do, such passages as that which I have just 
noticed would never have been quoted by Mr. P. 

We are then referred to Phil. 3, 19 ; « Whose 
end is destruction,'' — and Heb 6, 8. "Whose end 
is to be burned." On these passages Mr. P. says 
" If it should be said that these texts do not mean tne 
/o^l end of the wicked, the remark is without proof." 
To which I reply. If it should be said, these texts 
do mean the laat end of the wicked the remark is 
without proof ! Mr. P. says " As well might we 
say that Rom. 6, 22 ; ye* have your fruit unto holi- 
ness, and the end everlasting life, means not the 
last end of the righteous." We grant it. That 
mankind do enjoy everh.stimj life through faith, while 
in this world, is perfectly clear ; "He uiat believeth 
on me hath everlasting life." John 6, 47. We 
have now carefully examined Mr. P's direct ail- 
ments from the scriptures, in favor of endless misery ; 
and if we are not crossly deceived, they have vanish- 
ed like "the baseless fabric of a vision," leaving not 
a wreck behind. If eternal misery were sincerely 
believed, and its "proper influence" felt, the result- 
would be fanaticism, insanity and despair. 
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'* As music fills the grove, 
When stormy clouds are past j 
Sweet anthems of redeeming love, 
Shall all employ at last. 

RedeemM from death and sin. 
Shall Adam's numerous race, 
A ceaseless song of praise begin. 
And shout redeeming grace." 



SERmON II. 

The simple beHevetk every word : hvt the prudent 

man looketh well to his going, ^^ Prov. 14, 15. 

It may be very questionable, whether, accord- 
ing to Mr. Parker ^^i^uperstition aod scepticism^' 
are both "founded iu credulity." The justly 
celebrated Claude thinks superstition usually 
spring fiom servile fear, an inclination to idola" 
tryj hypocrisy^ or presumption* Scepticism is 
doubt, indecision or unbelief. While therefore 
superstition may be produced by credulity, or 
easiness of belief; scepticism (or skepticism) ev- 
idently proceeds from an opposite principle viz. 
an aversion to believe any thing, but whatever 
may be the origin of superstition or skepticism, 
we agree with Mr. P. that both are emlsy produc- 
tive of much misery amongst maakind. 

We are pleased to learn that Mr. P. considers 
it the right and the duty of men to think for 
themselveiB, study the word of Ood, learn its doc- 
trines and practice its precepts. In the exercise 
of this acknowledged right, we proceed to exam- 
ine his second Lecture. 

He thinks there is too much pretension to free 
inquiry, and too little exertion in the attainment 
of the knowledge of the truth. To this senti- 
ment, we give our unqualified approbation. But 
we have never before heard it suggested that U* 
niversalism proceeds from a want of exertion in 
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acquiriog a knowledge of the truth ; or that tJ-^ 
niversalists have never seen their reasonings 
"thoroughly examined." It may he expected 
that Mr. P. has given those 'reasonings/ what he 
considers a thorough examination. He very just* 
ly says, ''the main argui;nents in favor of univer- 
sal salvation are drawn from four sources. 

1. From the justice of God. 

2. From the universal goodness of God. 

3. From the atonement of Christ. 

4. From direct scripture testimony.'^ 

2 . We shall notice his examination of the ar- 
guments of Universalists drawn from the justice 
of God. On this point, he quotes a definition of 
justice from the chevalier Ramsey, a learned 
Scotchman, who was horn in 1686. This he 
does on the authority of Dr. Edwards, who wrote 
against Dr. Chauncey of Boston. Why did Mr. 
p. go hack to an author who wrote a whole cen- 
tury since ? Was it hecause the language of that 
author was more to his purpose, than any thing 
he could find of a more recent date ? Are not 
Uving authors who have written in favor of Uni- 
versalism, entitled to the notice of such men as 
Mr. P. ^ The definition quoted from Ramsey 
is the following, " Justice is that perfection of 
God, hy which he endeavours continually to 
make all intelligences just." Now the truth is, 
Universalists draw an argument in favor of their 
sentiments from the justice of Gk)d : hut that ar- 
gument is not founded on Ramsey ^s definition as 
quoted ahove. We consider that definition de- 
fective. We add to it the following. God *' i<s 

C 
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iB^nitely lighteous and just in Umelf and in all 
l)iA.pix>ceedings with his creatures." If the jus- 
tice of. God cousists in bis being perfectly just in 
bimself and also in his endeavoring to make 
all intelligences just; how is Mr. P. to evade 
the force of the argument, which Universalists 
draw from the justice of God ? It will be per- 
ceived that cJl he says on this point, is founded 
on a definition of justice, which is imperfect, 
and is not relied upon by Universalists in gen- 
eral. If the justice of God seeks to render all 
menjust— if the purposes of God must be ac- 
compUsbed, will not air men be just ? ^^ The law 
is bolyt &nd.tbe commandment holy andjus/ and 
good^'^ Rom. 7, 12. A certain lawyer asked 
Christ ^^ which is the great commandment in the 
law ?" Jesus said unto him, thou sbalt love the 
Lord . thy God with all thy heart, aud with all thy 
soul, and with all thy mind. This is the first 
and great, commandment. And the second is 
like unto it, thou shalt love thy neighbor as thj«- 
self* On ^ese two commandments hang all the 

lawandtbe.Fopb^^ts," ^^^ 22,36—40. The 
law.of God which is jW, is.bindingon all;m(M:4 
beings, reqiiires supz;eme love to God and uni- 
versal love to mankind, and nrn^t be fulfilled. 
'^ Till heaven and, etBO'th pa^s, one jot or one tittle 
shall in no wise pass from the law, till all be ful- 
filled," Iteaunotbe pretended that the law is 
not binding. oh all intelligences; for, if not, those 
QDL whom, it is not obligatory, would be^ahiiBolvecl 
tsGia their aUpgiance to God-^tfaey would not be 
XispoMihte beiPgs-Hfoi: wh»(9 juxlaw is^ there 
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is uo transgression. It eannot be pretended, tlie 
hw does not require that we should loTe €k>4 
with all our heatts and our neighbors as our*- 
selves ; for &at would contradict Christ. It can- 
not be pretended that the law will D€ft be fuifil*^ 
led; for that would also contradict Christ. So 
loag as there is the least injustice amongst man- 
kind, the law is not fulfilled in ^'eyery joft and 
tittle." When Christ sfaaH haye fulfilled the 
law by subduing all hearts to himself— by re- 
moving sin and enmity from the moral creatiod, 
we hope Mr. P. will be perfectly satisfied. If it 
be said, Christ fulfils the law for men : we reply, 
then that law can require nothing more of men, 
unless it should require something more than to 
be fiilfiiled. It is contrary to reason, justice and 
scripture, to suppose any moral being is exonerat- 
ed from duty because another being has done his 
duty. It is as easy to prove from scripture, that 
Christ will go to heaven for iis; as that he win 
love God wiSb all the heart and his neighbors as 
himself for us, i. e. in our stead. Much more 
might be profitably said on this particular, btit 
we must pass to notice Mr. P's arguments in re« 
lation to disciplinary punishment. He endeav- 
ors ^^toshow that justice required something more 
Ihaii a mere discipline, intended for tbe go6d'of 
the ofiender." tW^ 

1. Our author contends that Hfall ptkS»h«^ 
ment is inflicted for this end'*-^* e. the /gbod Of 
the punished, ^Hhen punishment h not cm the 
whole, ^real et?il." Very ttue. But there tmf 
be ^'partial evil** ptoductive of "universal goo*. 
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Soppofie there is real eft/, i. e. permaaent, or 
endless evil in the universe, is not the character 
of the Supreme Ruler ot all things unaToidably 
impeached ? Imperfect workmen produce imper- 
fect work. But a perfect workman will produce 
perfect work ; however imperfect it may appear 
jbefore it is finished. If there be real evil in the 
nniyeise, then there is real evil in the Author of 
the universe ! Will not Mr. P. be startled at 
his own sentiments ? If an endless evil exist, 
does it not exist, either by the appointment, or 
permission of Grod ? To say God appointed an 
endless eyil, would be to say he is an evil Being, 

ivhich certainly appears to be blasphemous. 

To say he permitted it» when he had power to 
prevent it, is equally irreverent. To say he 
could not prevent it, is to deny the power of Om- 
nipotence. It is plain therefore that no being but 
•o infinite devil could be the author of infinite e- 
tU : and no such being exists. We consider the 
bistory of Joseph and his brethren, a perfect illas- 
tration of all the evil that ever has existed, does, 
er ever will exist in the moral creation — by the 
over ruling Providence of Grod, all terminating in 
the greatest good of all concerned. 

Mr. P. says, if all punishment be disciplinary 
thei^ "all the threatnings of God's word, amount 
simply to this — if you sin • • • • you shall be put 
under the best possible means to reclaim and 
render you happv." Very well. Infinite good- 
ness always makes use of "the best possible 
means'' to render all beings happy, whether they 
1»e einful or not. We cjuinot perceive how any oth* 
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fections. According to Mx. P. there can be ^<iio 
curse at all" unless it be endless. We will then 
accommodate him with a curse from which he, 
cannot plead exemption, and leave it for him t^ 
determine whether it be endless or ndt. ^^Cur* 
sed is eeery one that continueth not ia all things 
which are written in the bobk of the law to 
do them." Gal. 3, 10. A curse is that whidi 
produces misery for the time being. But to nr^ 
tend that nothing is a curse, unless it shall be 
eternally endured, is quite as absurd as to aayj 
no man has a fit of sickness, unless tormei&ted 
with acute disease during the tbhole oi his mor- 
tal life ! 

2. Mr. P. argues thus; because salvation is of 
^ace---because there is no grace *< in saving one 
from farther punishment after he has suffered all 
that which the law demands," therefore the law 
or justice of God requires something more thUk 
a disciplinary punishment. He says ^^ if ssdx^ 
tary chastisement be all the punishment due to 
sin, the offender after enduring this chastisement^ 
cannot ask for deliverance and salvation as %,/a^ 
var^ without degrading himself." We will en* 
deavor to assist his mind on this point. 'While 
it would be manifest cruelty to punish any one 
more than would be for hiB'>^efit ; justice re* 
quires that every one should r^eive all the pun- 
ishment he deserves, and all that will do bioi 
any good — and mercy never will oppose such e 
punishment. The justice and mercy of Qod 
harmonize in the salvation of the human face. 

c 2 



^^ Pr &av» the •if^nder ^^ caiiiot ask for dehv- 
erance and salvation as a /avor " &c. Ho ha« 
bere blended two very distinct ideas, and treated 
them as though they were one and the same. 
That the offender, after enduring all the punish- 
scient which he deserves and all that will be 
beneficial to him, cannot consistently ask for de- 
liverance from suiOfering or punishment as a favor y 
I admit. But can he not consistently ask for 
salvation as a favor ? Most certainly he can. 
All that he has a right in justice to demand is a 
delivera/nc$ from sx^ering^ which might be effect- 
ed by annihilation! He could not in justice 
require salvation or eternal life. He could not 
^k for salvation as a reward for his sufferings. 
Por eternal life, which is the uni^erited gift of 
God through Christ ; he is entirely dependent on 
the unpurchased, free, unbounded gnice of God. 
Jesus Christ saves men by the free favor of God, 
foot in violation of jmtice^ but according to its 
eternal requisition. Mr. P's similitude of asking 
cleliverance from '^confinement in the county 
jail " does not apply to his subject. Because af- 
ter the culprit has suffered the term of confine- 
ment for which be was sentenced, he has a natu- 
ral and undeniable right to the blessings of lib- 
erty, as much as any unoffending citizen. But 
the sinner,after suffering the punishment doe to 
* 8in, has no right fv 'salvation. " Salvation is of 
the Lord." 

3. Mr. P. argues that sinners cannot sufier all 
^e punishment the law requires because (hey 
tst fm'ginn. He says, " forgiveness implies that 




the sioner forgiven is not ponigbed in his owfi 
person according to law and justice." Then law 
ami justice are violated ! It is a fundamental er-' 
ror, common to all parti&l systems of salvation 
that God is at war with himself — that merq^ de- 
mands wbat justice will not allow — that as jus* 
tice and mercy cannot both he exercised towards 
^e same creatures, the human race will be di- 
vided, one part becoming the subjects of an un- 
ju8t mercy ^ and the other part the victims of a 
merciless justice/ Where does Mr. P. learn 
that "forgiveness implies that the sinuer forgiven 
— ^is not punished according to law and jus- 
tice r" Certainly not from the bible. By what 
authority does he teach a world of sinners that 
they shall not be punished '^ according to their 
-works ?" Certainly not by the authority of God; 
for the scriptures explicitly teach the following 
sentiment, " whosoever doeth wrong shall receive 
forihe wrong done." " Forgiveness is the exer- 
cise ®f divine mercy to those who can neither 
produce that mercy nor save themselves ; but it 
never delivers any from the punishment they de- 
serve ; because justice and mercy are not oppo- 
sing, but harmonizing attributes. " Thou wast 
a God who fatgavest them, though thou tookest 
vengeance of their inventions " P's. 99, 8. 

4. Mr. P. says, •* Christ is abundantly represen- 
ted in the scriptures as delivering men from the 
curse of the law." If by "delivering men from 
the eurse of the law," he intended delivering 
tUem from the just punishment of their sin, (as 
he jprobably did) then I deny that any such sev* 
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timent is taught in the Bible. To deliver a child 
from tiie punishment his disobedience deserFes 
would be to violate the law of the parent. To 
deliver him from disobedience would be to make 
him honor and fulfil the law of his parent. 
*^ Thou shalt call his name Jesus for he shall 
save his people from their sins '* — not from jus- 
tice. Mr. P. says ^* the argument which 1 am 
now opposing, asserts that all men will be saved, 
because the curse of the law is only so much pun- 
ishment as will answer the purpose of salutary 
discipline and lead the soul to repentance.^' 
This is incorrect. The argument he was oppo- 
sing, asserts no such idea. It does not pretend 
that any will be saved ^' by enduring the full 
curse of the law.^ The doctrine of disciplina- 
ry punishment admits of the exercise of justice 
and mercy towards every sinner. " The wages 
of sin is death, but the gift of God is eternal life, 
through Jesus Christ our Lord." Rom. 6, 23. 
This death being temporary^ every sinner may not 
only receive his wages, but also, the gift of God. 
Man needs no '' deliverance from the means of 
repentance " — ^the bible teaches no such deliv- 
erance — Universalists believe in no such deliver- 
ance,and we would thank Mr. P. to be more par- 
ticular to state ourarguments,c(7rrer//y. In what 
manner does Christ save men from the curse of 
the law? Answer, by the power and influence of 
grace and truth, he saves them from the love and. 
practice of sin *, and when any one is saved from 
the commission of sin, he is saved from all the 
misery, punishment or cwse^ attendant upon ini- 
quity whcE committed. 
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5. Mr. P. says. '^ that the law threatens a much 
severer punishment than any mere salutary dis- 
eiplioe is evident also from the very terms used." 
He then notices such expressions as the foUow- 
iDg,accursed — cursed children — wrath — fiery in- 
dignation — wrath without mixture, &c. These 
expressions he thinks incompatible with parental 
kindness, or a punishment merely disciplinary. 
But did be mean to represent God to be destitute 
of parental kindness towards any of his crea- 
tures ? Could any demon do worse (ban to burn 
with implacable vengeance towards his own chil- 
dren ? The most dreadful curses denounced 
against sinners, are compatible with the exereise 
of parental kindness on the part of the divine 
being ; or God is a revengeful being, whose char- 
acter cannot be safely imitated by an earthly pa- 
rent! Look at the curses threatened against 
God^s chosen people as recorded in the 29th 
chapter of Deut. Are they not compatible with 
parental kindness ? '^ But if the ministration of 
death, written and engraven in stones, was glo- 
rious, so that the children of Israel could not 
steadfastly behold the face of Moses for the glo- 
ry of his countenance, which glory was . to be 
done away, how shall not the ministration of the 
spirit be rather glorious ? For if the ministra- 
tion of condemnation be glory, much more doth 
the ministration of righteousness exceed in glo- 
ry. For even that which was made glorious 
bad np glory in this respect, by reason of the 
glory that excelleth. For if that which was 
done away was glorious, much more that which 



remaiueth is glorious " 2d Cor. d, 7—14. The 
glorious ministratiofk of death is to be abolished 
--*and will be succeeded by the ministration of 
the spirit) whose efiulgent glory shall eclipse the 
glory of the former, even as the twinkling star ia 
lost in the presence aud glory of the sun. But 
Mr. P. thinks ^' a certain class of persons "who 
are sinful are corrected on the principle of salo* 
tary punishment. For proof he quotes Heb. 
chapter 12, ^^ whom the Lord loveth be chasten- 
eth," &c. Does he not thus charge God with 
partiaUiyl Why does God treat one class of 
sinners entirely different from another class ? It 
is truly humiliating to see the complacency with 
which vain mortals divide the human species in- 
to different classes — carefully calculating them- 
selves among the favorites of heaven ! But lest 
there should be some mistake on this point, we 
will present him with a looking^lassy in which 
he may see himself. '^ Now weknow, that what 
soever the law saith, it saith .to them who are un* 
der the law ; that etery nwuth may be stopped, 
and all the world may become guilty before 
God." Rom. 3, 19. 

Mr. P. says '^ It is sometimes necessary • for 
kind parents to cast off a child utterly and final- 
ly, for the good of the family" &c.. Why? 
Because they are deficient in power to gQvem or 
reclaim thet^hild. If they possess thepowier to 
reclaim the child and still cast him off* utterly, 
we should justly consider them monsters in cm* 
elty ! God is not wanting in power, will or mevas 
to reclaim every sinner. After referring to Bro* 
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tus, who gave sentence of death against hia own 
sons for a conspiracy, when as a ma^tstrate be 
bad power to pardpn them he says *< just so God 
u represented, as stnigling between compassion 
and justice, and as proceeding with reluctance to 
the execution of ultimate and remediless judg« 
ment.'' By whom is God thus represented as at 
variance with himself? By the advocates of 
endless misery. But the scriptures do not so 
represent him. God is not divided against him* 
self. By repiesenting God as ^' struggling be- 
tween compassion and justice " he is degraded 
into an ^' image made like to corruptible man;'^ 
whereas he is in reality "of one mind and none 
can turn him." 

Mr. P's recapitulation, on the 32, and 33 pa- 
ges of his book, we need not answer ; for after 
attending to every particular which be has noti- 
ced, we have seen he has failed to show that 
justice requires any thing more than a discipline 
" intended for the good of the offender " The 
justice of God certainly does not oppose, if it 
does not require the salvation of all mankind. 

1. Mr. P. says " It is sadd that there is not suffi- 
cient difference between the most imperfect char- 
acter of the righteous, and the best character of 
the wicked^ to make it reasonable to doom one 
te eternal punishment and not the other. This 
argument is destitute of force, if both deserve 
eternal punishment, and one is forgiven, and the 
other foils under the sentence of the law. The 
argument as you see, i^-a mere begging of the 
question, as ft takes fWr granted the very thing 
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in dispute, viz. that the sinner does not deserve 
eternal punishment." " If hoth deserve eternal 
punishment." Why did he not attempt to .prove 
that sinners deBeroe eternal punishment, instead 
of supposing it ? It never has been, and we pre- 
sume never will be proved that sinners deserve 
eternal punishment. '^ A mere begging of the 
question." This is a mistake ; the argument does 
not take it for granted that the ^'sinner does not 
deserve eternal punishment " — it merely affirms 
that to make one eternally miserable and not an- 
nother, when there is scarcely any perceptible, 
and but very little real difference of character, 
would be unreasonable. Universalists are not ac- 
customed to beg the questiony in dispute. We 
have already spoken of forgiveiiess. If all de- 
serve eternal misery and some are forgiven, and 
others never will be forgiven^ are they all trea- 
ted alike ? 

2. Mr. P. says,'4t is argued that life is too short 
for a man to contract guilt enough to deserve an 
eternal punishment." Though there is mani- 
festly a very great disproportion between the 
sins committed in this short life, and an eternity 
of suffering; yet the shortness of human life, 
unconnected with any other consideration, is not 
an argument relied on by Universalists to show 
that sinners do not deserve eternal punishment. 
We may therefore safely admit what Mr. P. con- 
tends for, viz. '^ that length of time has no ne- 
cessary connexion with the enormity " of guilt : 
because a man can commit a great crime in as 
short a time as may be required to commit a 
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crime which deserves eternal punishment, mor- 
tal Me is long enough to enable him to commit it. 
But the truth is, man possesses no such capacity. 
Mr. P. says '^The atrocity of crime depends 
upon the importance of the law, and the sacred'- 
aess of the authority which is violated *' ftc. In 
this definition one very important item is omitted, 
viz. the capacity of the transgressor. An idiot 
cannot violate any moral law. As every trans- 
gressor possesses limited powers only, he cannot 
justly deserve unlmiied punishment for the abuse 
of those limted powers. Mr. P. says "And 
none will deny that this, (the everlasting favor 
of his Maker) is offered to him^ (man) in the 
gospel." In the Presbyterian confession of 
faith to which Mr. P. ha& solemnly subscribed 
before God and man, are the following senti- 
ments. "By the decree of God for the mani- 
festation of his glory, some men and angels are 
predestinated unto everlasting life, and others 
fore-ordaiued to everlasting death. These an- 
gels and men thus predestinated and fi^re-ordain- 
ed ; are p«*rticularly and unchangeably designed; 
and their number is so certain and definite that 
it cannot be either increased or diminished." Is 
it weakness, or wickedness— is it ignorance, or 
hypocrisy, which induces a man to make solema 
profession of faith in such sentiments, and thea 
offer " God's eternal favor" to all men? 

Hr. P. says " It is alleged that the creature is 
finite, and the'refoxe cannot deserve an endless 
punishment." He says, "to this I reply that his 
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Sowers of sinning are not more limited than are 
is susceptibilities of suffering,— beace.there is no 
more, reason why his punishment should not be 
endless, . than there would be if his powers were 
indefinitely increased." Granted. Let the pow- 
ers of the sinner be increased ever so much., if 
those powers still fall short of infinity ^ he cannot 
deserve infinite or endless punishment, & an in- 
finite beings. having no superior, to whom he is in 
subjection — ^having no temptation Irom without, or 
within himself, cannot commit sin. Mr. P's. 
argument therefore falls short of his object. Be- 
cause sinners live several years in this world 
without being reclaimed — and we do not deem 
this an impeachment of divine justice ; Mr. 
p. says, " Ood cannot be under any obligation 
ever to reclaim them — there is no inju9tice in 
leaving them to live in sin and misery to all eter- 
nity." But if God should leave them, strictly 
speaking, they would not live at all ! The sup- 
porting power of God is constantly required to pre- 
serve existence^ If any part of mankind be eter- 
nally miserable, God does not merely leave them 
*-4ie constantly exerts his power' to sustain, and 
make them miserable. Is there no injustice in 
this ? There is positive injustice and cruelty in 
giving life to a moral being, whose whole exist- 
ence is worse than nothing. God certainly knew 
the final result of every creature's existence. 
'!rhe most malicious being could do no worse than 
to cause life with the positive knowledge that it 
would be perpetuated in endless agony. The 
justice as well aji goodness of God forbid our as- 
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cribing such conduct to him. Mr. P's. argu- 
ment on this point is very much like die fol- 
lowing — if a man can live comfortably without 
food for the space of six hours — he can so live, 
ten, fifty, or^one hundred years! He says "If 
men are saved because justice requires it, then 
there is no special favor in their salvation, and 
no forgiveness ; and no deliverance from the 
curse of the law through Christ." This would 
be c<yrrect if favor,* grace or mercy were opposed 
to justice — ^if forgivcae'^s were a liberation from 
just punishment —if deliverance from the curse 
or the law were a deliverance from the penalty due 
to sin. But we have already shown that justice 
& mercy harmonize — forgiveness does not liber- 
ate the sinner from ajust punishment — & deliver- 
ance from the curse of the law may consist in a 
deliverunce from sin— -consequently from the 
curses denounced against sin. Mr. P's con- 
clusion is therefore ihcorrect. 

Let us examine the design of punishment. If 
Gt)d punishes, he must design it for the good, or 
the injury of his creatures, i. e. if he has any 
design concerning it. If he has no design, why 
does he administer it ? To say that €rod punish- 
es for the ultimate injury of his creatures is to 
ascribe to him disgraceful mahgmty ! That God 
punishes for the good of his creatures is the most 
consistent with his perfections and his word 
"Now no chastening for the present seemeth to 
be joyous, but grievous nevertheless afterwards, 
ityieideth the peaceable fruit of righteousness 
unto them which are exercised thereby.'^ Heb, 
\2. 11. 
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2. Mr. P. takes notice of the argument iu favoi 
of Uoirersalism drawn from the universal good- 
ness of God. On this point, he introduces the 
name of Doctor Cbaunce^y and quotes enough to 
fill about ten lines in his small book, from 
Chauncey's introduction. The amount of what 
he has quoted is, that some generally received 
doctrines should be renounced— and others, more 
honorable to God and more comfortable to man, 
should be received — that it is difficult to recon- 
cile the doctrine of endless misery with the per- 
fection of the Deity. Will Mr. P. pretend this 
was the amount of Dr. C's. argument ? He 
will not. Why did he introduce Dr. C's. name 
at ail, unless to show that he had heard of it 
through Dr, Edwards } * Mr. P. might as well 
have omitted Dr. C's. name as to quote from 
him no more than he has. I hope he did not mean 
to give the intimatiou that Dr. C had said noth- 
ing more conclusive than that quotation. 

Mr. p. has also introduced the name of Whiston i 
and quoted the following from him, ^* this doc- 1 
trine (eternal punishment) supposes God to de- 
light in cruelty." We suppose be meant. William 
Whiston, the translator of Josephus, the author 
of a new theory of the earth, the successor of 

* About the middle of the last century Dr. C. 
was pastor of the first Congregational Church in ' 
Boston Mass. He possessed strong powers of 
mind and was led into the belief of Universal ism 
hy studying the scriptures. In 1784 he published 
a learned and labonous work in favor or Univer- 
salism in London. 
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Sir Isaac Newton as professolr of Mathemaii- 
ics In the University of Cambridge Eng. who 
wrote extensively against eternal misery, and 
died in 1762. Mr. W, was a zeafeus opposer of 
the doctrine of endless misery, but it does not 
appear that he was an advocate for Universal 
salvation. His mind seems to have been unset- 
led on that subject. * We have noticed all Mr. 
P. has quoted from Mr. W. Mr. P. does not 
attempt to show that the doctrine of eternal mil- 
ery does not suppose God to delight in cruelty. 
He appears to have studied Universalism through 
the medium of authors who lived about a century 
since. We think it would have been profitable 
for him to pay some attention to more modem 
authors on this subject. 

We reler back to the " reasonings just gone 
through with" concerning the requisitions of 
justice, with as much confidence as Mr. P. could 
possibly have done. Of the correctness of those 
reasonings, the reader must judge. We do not 
admit that " strict justice would doom some men 
to endless misery," we therefore do not plead for 
an unjust salvation. Mr. P. makes one excel- 
lent remark viz. '^ justice is certainly consistent 
with goodness." Then justice nipver required 
the endless misery of tl^ose who are to be saved. 
He says " it is said if Gk)d is good, we cannot 
conceive that he will leave any to eternai suffer- 
ing. We may just as well say, if God is g«od 
that we cannot conceive he will permit any real 

* See Modern Hist. Univ. p. 104. 
p 2 
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sufteriBg in the universe : for if he can udmit it 
for a day, a year, a life, he may on the same 
principle, an hundred years after death, and then 
another, and so on without end." According to 
this argUTnent, if it is consistent with goodness 
to amputate a limb for the purpose of restoring a 
man to health and usefulness ; it would be con- 
sistent with goodness to hew a man to pieces till 
death should result from the operation ! 

Since Mr. P. has not attempted to show that 
ike eternal misery of some part of the human 
race will be for the greatest good of the universe, 
and has intimated that if Universalists can show 
that the good of the universe requires the hap- 
pinesSy of each individual, the argument from 
4ivine goodness will '^ amount to something '^ — 
it may b^ advisable to attempt such proof. We 
would not exclude " an eternal exhibition of di- 
vine ju8tice;"but we would exclude au eternal ex- 
hibition of positive cruelty from the administration 
of Jehovah. The whole universe of intelligences 
is composed of individuals, and the highest happi- 
ness of the universe, requires the greatest possi- 
ble happiness of each individual composing the 
universe. To say God cannot - make some as 
happv without, as with the misery of others,is to 
found the happiness of heaven upon the misery 
of hell, which would probably suit the feelings 
6f a real savage ! It would not only limit the 
" Holy one of Israel" to certain means of produ- 
cing happiness ; but would look very much Uke 
petitio principiif begging the question in dispute; 
It would be as absurd as to say God is the ci«ator 
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(»f all men, but not of every individual 1 To il- 
lustrate this, suppose the universe to consist of 
ten rational beings only, each capable of receiving 
M^y degrees of enjoyment. To produce the 
greatest possible felicity of the ten, five hundred 
degrees of enjoyment must be received, or fifty 
by each. Any thing short of this, would not be 
the greatest possible good of the ten. If it be 
supposed that five could receive the five hundred 
degrees of enjoyment on condition that the other 
five should be perfectly miserable, then the 
greatest possible good and the greatest possible 
evil of the whole ten,are one and tb^same ! Be- 
cause if the greatest possible good of the whole 
be consistent with the perfect misery of one half 
— then the greatest possible evil of the whole 
would be consistent with the perfect happiness 
of one half ! 

Mr. P. in reply to the following, " It would 
not be acting like a father on earth, if God were 
to doom sinners to endless torment," says " Is 
it like a father on earth, to infiict the temporal 
calamities which God often brings upon the chil- 
dren of men ?" He then speaks of poverty, 
shame sickness, loss of reason, death, drown- 
ing, burning &c. He says " What would you 
think of me if I should present such a strain of 
declamation, to prove to you that God never does 
bring such calamities on men ? Yet the argu- 
ment would be just as good for the purpose, as it 
is to prove that God will not- inflict eternal pun- 
ishment upon some part of mankind." No prin- 
>ciple can be clearer than this ; viz. an earthly pa* 
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rent mil subject his child to any suffering which 
he is certain will be beneficial. No good parent 
will inflict any degree of misery upon a child for 
any other purpose. Why does not an earthly fa- 
ther consign his children to poverty, shame sick- 
ness, loss of reason, an afflicting death, drown- 
ing in the ocean, or perishing in flames? Be« 
canse he is not able to produce any benefit to the 
child from such treatment. But will Mr. P. 
presume to say God can produce no benefit from 
every event of bis providence towards every crea- 
ture he h&s made ? Will he charge God with 
positive cruelty towards any dependent being ? 
Will he say God unfeelingly inflicts an endkss 
injury upon any creature, and thus disregards 
t})e principle on which all good parents act ? 
Certainly there is a very wide difference between 
any temporal calamity, even the keenest distress 
which shall terminate^ and never-ending agony 
which necessarily excludes its subject from all 
possible good. But if all temporal misery shall 
be succeeded by imperishable enjoyment, the 
boundless goodness of Almighty God shall burst 
forth upon a joyful universe in an undecaying 
blaze of tinclouded glory ! Goodness delights in 
communicating happiness. If the goodness of 
God is infinite, it embraces all beings — ^if un- 
changeable, it will plways continue — if directed 
by perfect wisdom, it cannot err — if accompa- 
nied by almighty power, all its designs must be 
accomplished. ^' The Lord is good unto all and 
his tender mercies are over all his works" Ps. 
145. "His mercy endureth forever" Ps. 107, 



The iuliDite goodness of God would prohibit 
the creation of a single being, whiy should) by 
anj possible means, suffer more than he enjoyed 
during the whole of his existence. 

3. We shall notice what Mr. P. says con- 
cerning the atonement. He concedes that 
Christ '^ has made an atonement for all men." 
In confirmation of this, he quotes several passa* 
ges such as, Christ ^^ gave himself a ransom for 
all — is the propitiation for our «ns, and not for 
ours only, but also for the sins of the- whole 
world" &c. He then asks, " does tLis univer- 
sal atonement secure the salvation of all man- 
kind ?" Let it be distinctly understood that U- 
aiversalists do not contend that Christ saves men 
from the curse of the law in any other way than 
by deliveiing them from their sins — we do not 
pretend " that men will be saved by enduring" 
any curse, but by the grace of God, therefore 
in the argument which we draw from the atone- 
ment of Christ, we do not rive " up the ground 
that a salutary discipline is the whole curse of 
the law — that sinners may suffer all that the law 
requires in a limited time — that God would not 
be good (i. e. universally good) if any be lost," 
as Mr. p. affirms. We give up no argument 
essential to the system we maintain, by advoca- 
ting the universality and efficiency of the atone- 
ment of Christ, and it was a manifest misrepre- 
sentation, on the part of Mr. P. to say we do 
tbus give up those arguments. We do not say Mr. 
P. was aware of this,but we say, such is the fact. 
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Ur. P. says, '^ the atonement was not, made 
to pardon and save men irrespective of their 
character, but rather to render it consistent to 
forgive sinners when they become believers." 
He probably understands the atonement accor- 
ding to the sense, in which it is usually explain- 
ed viz. " the satisfying divine justice by Jesus 
Christ giving himself a ransom for us, undergoing 
the penalty due to our sins, and thoroughly re- 
leasing U8 from that punishment which Grod 
might justly inflict upon us." But we do not 
so understand the atonement. Rom. 5. 11, is 
the only place in which the word atonement is 
found in the N. T. and that text is proof positive 
against the modern doctrine of atonement. It is 
generally taught that God receives the atone- 
ment, his justice is satisfied &c. — ^but the Apos- 
tle, speaking in the name of believers, says, 
"«?c (not God) have now received the atone- 
ment." It is something received by men. What 
can it be ? The Greek word kat allagen render- 
ed atonement in Rom. 5, 11, occurs frequently 
in the N. T. and is rendered recondliatiofi. Dr. 
Adam Clarke says " It is certainly improper to 
translate kat allagen here,by atonement ,instead of 
reconciliation; as kattallaso signifies to reconcile & 
is so rendered by our translators in all places 
where it occurs." Atonement is reconciliation 
to God. No wonder then it produced joy in 
those who had received it. God is unchangea- 
ble ; consequently he was as much satisjied, 
from the countless ages of eternity ,as he was aftet- 
the death of Christ. Hence " God was in Christ 
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reconcMiDg tbe world xrnto himself" 2, Cor, 5^ 
19. and never till the world of mankind shall 
have received the atonement, or reconciliation, 
ivill the object of the mission of the Lord JesQs 
Christ be accomplished. It is plain therefore 
that the atonement being made for aH, will be 
manifested to all in due time. 

We leave Mr. P. to reconcile his statement 
that Christ died " for the hardened reprobate as 
well as for the humble penitent with his own con- 
fession of f8]th"as well as he can. That confession 
says '^ Neither are any other redeemed by Christ, 
effectually called, justified, adopted, sanctified 
and. saved, but the elect only. Mr. P. lays 
much stress upon faaih^ Faith may justly be 
considered an exalted christian virtue productive 
of the purest joy. But why did he keep the 
Presbyterian view of faith out of sight " The 
grace of faith, whereby the elect are enabled to 
believe to the saving of their souls,is the work of 
the spirit of Christ in their hearts" &c. See 
" Confession of Faith." Now if the spirit of 
Christ works faith in the hearts of some smners, 
and not others, are all sinners treated alike ? 
Faith may be defined to be the exercise of the 
mind and feelings — but it can never create nor 
destroy any truXh. If a part of the human race 
will be endlessly miserable, and if those who 
are doomed to be finally lost should have a cor^ 
rect faith, on the subject, they would believe in 
endless misery for themselves ! If they should 
believe in Christ, it must be by the power of 
delusion ^ God has, or has not giyen eternal 
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life to all men in Cbrbt. If he has, all must be 
brousjht to the knowledge and enjoyment of eter- 
nal life. If he has not, there is no truth on the 
subject, for every individual to believe which 
can possibly be of any benefit. Mankind are 
often urged to &e/t6ue, without being told what to 
believe. Should any one believe the sun re mo* 
ved from the solar system ; his faith would not 
alter truth. "What if some ^ did not believe? 
Shall their unbelief make the faith of God with- 
out effect ? God forbid," Rom, 3, 3. It is just 
as certain that God " is the saviour of all men'' 
(1, Tim, 4, 10) as it would be if all men were 
now saved— or now believed. " The wrath of 
God abideth" on unbelievers ; but if it abide on 
them eternally, there would be no hope; for all 
have been unbelievers. 

♦Mr. p. quotes Gal. 6, 2, ** if ye be circum- 
cised, Christ shall profit you nothing." But the 
apostle was evidently contrasting the gospei 
with the law of Moses. Why should Christ 
profit nothing ? Answer. " For I testify again 
to every man that is circumcised that he is a 
debtor to do the whole law," verse 3- While any- 
one trusted in the law of Moses Christ was of no 
avail ; but it was not even intimated that any 
^ould eternally trust in the Mosaic law. Mr. 
P. also quotes from Paul's Epistle to the Cor. 
lest through their example ^< the weak brother 
perish for whom Christ died." What are We to 
think of a man who will quote such texts to prove 
endless misery ? "The righteous perisheth and 
nomanlayeth it to heart" Jolb, 57, 1. Does 
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this mean that the righteous will be eteioally 
miserable ? O superstition ! How blind are thy 
votaries ! 

Mr. P. quotes 1, Cor, 16, 22. <<If any man 
love not the Lord Jesus Christy let him be anath- 
ma maranatha." This he explains to be '^ ac- 
cursed when the Lord shall come," and there 
leaves it. By the phrase^'accursed when the 
Lord shall come." Mr. P. undoubtedly means, 
iinal damnation at some coming of Christ, which 
JLsfuttare^ Our principal objection to this con-r 
struction is, that it makes Paul contradict him- 
self. Speaking of an excommunicated person, 
he says '^ to deliver such a one unto satan for 
the destruction of the flesh, that the spirit may b^ 
saved in.the day of the Lord Jesus" 1, Cor, 5, 5. 
Anathema is a Syriac word that signifies accursed 
or separated- ^hat this word does not signify 
endless misery is plain from the circumstance 
that Paul applied it to himself Rom, 9, 3, and 
no man ever yet wished himself endlessly mis- 
erable. They who loved not Christ were awo- 
thama separated from believers, because they 
Mrere deprived of the privileges of christian fel- 
lowship* Maranatha is a sjriac word which sig- 
nifies the Lord is coming. According to Chry- 
sostom it means the Lord is come already. 
Wakefield renders this passage thus '' If. any. 
love not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be sepa- 
rated from you. Our Lord is coming." What, 
coming was intended ? Doubtless that mentioned 
James 6, 8. " The coming of the Lord to des-! 
troy Jerusalem, and to break the power of the 
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unbelieving part of the Jewish nation; draweth 
nigh," See a note in the Testament printed at 
Andoverin 1814. See also the Epistles of Pe- 
ter and John concerning the comini^ of the Lord. 
4. > We* come now to notice what Mr. P. says 
relative to the direct testimony adduced by Uni- 
yersalists, from the Scriptures. He says, If 
these expressions" (eternal, everlasting, forev- 
er &c.) "do not prove the endless punishment 
of the wicked, then we cannot prove from the bi- 
Ible tiiat the happiness of the righteous or the ex- 
istence of God are" (is) " endless" There are 
no other words of higher import applied to them."^ 
We can easily give this statement a three-fold 
wfutatipn. 1. The statement is not true — the ori- 
ginal words rendered incorruptible,imm(H'ta],end- 
less &c. are of higher import than the word render* 
ed everlasting &c. " After the power of zoes 
akatcUutoUy an endless life" Heb, 7, 16. 2. If 
the words eternal, everlasting &c. prove the eterr 
sity of punishment — they equally prove the eter- 
nity of the Mosaic Dispensation and Christianity 
is an imposition upon tne world ! 3. The nature 
of the subject must always determine the sense 
of equivocal words^ The divine being is neces- 
sarily endless in bis nature. The eternity «f his 
existence does not depend on the meaning of 
anytt>orrf, which mortals may apply to him. 
Therefore the words in question, when applied to 
Ck)d, sliould be understood in the most unlimited 
sense. Exit when af^plied to punishment, they 
should be understood in a restricted sense be- 
cause punishment is certainly kmitedin Us naiwe-y 
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otherwise ewer^ subject of pmushment would be end* 
lesafy excluded from mercy. Whether " Univer- 
salist preachers'' know much or Utile concerning 
Greeks if they are careful to keep within the limits 
of truth, they will be much more fortunate than Mr.P. 
whose misrepresentation offact,we have just detected. 

When Mr.P. shall have shown that the words ren- 
dered hell in scripture mean any tlung more than 
they^ primarily meant viz. the grave or the valley 
of Hinnom Sec. it will be necessary to reply to him. 
In what he has said on this point, there is nothing 
vrhich requires any reply. 

Our author first quotes Rom, 5, 18. <* Therefore 
as by the ofifence of one'' &c. He says this ^'whole 
chapter is taken up with a discussion of the method 
by which believers are justified." What is that 
method.? See fi'om verse 6 to 11 inclusive. ''For 
if when w^ were enemies, we were reconciled to 
God by the dieath of his son ; much more being rec- 
onciled) we shall be saved by his life." Men were 
sinners and enemes, consequently they were unbe- 
lievers when God commended his everlasting, all- 
purifying love to them, through Christ. He £d not 
love them on account of their faith. On the contra- 
ry, they obtained &ith by being made ac(|uainted 
with God's character and purposes. If this is the 
method in which unbehevers become believers — ^it is 
dear as light, that unless all believers shall be 
brought to the knowledge of the truth, God is par^ 
tial Mr. P. says "The whole design of the A- 
postle is to show that Christ as effectual^ secures 
the salvation of all who are united to him as the 
fell of Adam did, the feU tod condemnation of 
all that were united to him." Granted. How 
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the image of the invisiMe Grod, the first bom 
d* every creature Col, 1, 15. Whom he (God) hath 
appointed heir of all things" Heb, 1,2." All things 
are delivered unto me of my father" Math, 11, 27. 
Christ is the head of every man." Any man of 
discernment must be strangely wedded to the tradi- 
tions of men, -not to be able to see that Pe^ul, in the 
5th chapter of Romans cleariy states that the curse 
introduced into the world " by one man" is no more 
extensive than the blessing introduced by Christ. 
The same all men who are me subjects of condem' 
nation^ are the subjects of justification unto life, in 
the unalterable purpose of God. The samc^ $na* 
ny " who were made sinners" shall " be made 
righteous." Will Mr. P. deny the universal sinr 
fmnesa of mankind? He might with as much propri- 
ety as to deny the universahty of divine grace. 

He next quotes Col, 1, 19, 20. " For it pleased 
the Father" &c. He thinks the phrase oU things 
here " must admit of such a limitation, as is maoifi^ 
when it is said that a// Judea and c(// the region round 
about Jordan were baptized of John ; and all men 
counted John a prophet; and all men came to Christ." 
But why must this phrase admit of a limitation in 
the one case as well as the other ? Plainly be- 
cause Mr. P. says so— ^nd he says so, because 
a miserable system of faith, which he is labor- 
ing to defend, requires it ! If the word all in 
scripture never means the whole, why was it u- 
sed ? None will say it is never used literally-; for 
then they could not prove that all believers will be 
saved. If it is used literally and figuratively, we 
must have seme nile by which to determme its 
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meaniog. It is unquestionably the plainest and best 
rule that it should always be undentood according to 
its most natural import^ unless there b something in 
the connexion whicn necessarily requires that it should 
be restricted. It is used in a restricted sense Ais- 
ioricaUy, but not docttinaUy. If I mistake not, no 
passage can be found in the Uble^ in which the woM 
all is used in relation to any doctrine^ where there 
is the least in^kaition in any part of the conpexion, 
that it should be understood in a restricted sense. 
Mr. Vh. construction of the word all if univensaDy 
;applicd would encourage «n, " cursed is every one 
that continueth not in all thing? which are written 
in the book of the law to do them'' Gal,3,10. Noth- 
ing but the creeds of men can induce any to restrict 
the words every^ ally the whole^ and similar 
terms expressive of universality when used in the 
bible, without any indication, either from the nature 
of the subject, or its connexion, that they ought to 
be understood metonymically. All things will be 
perfectly reconciled to God when the following scrip- 
tures shall be fiilfiiled. " Wherefore God also hath 
highly exalted him, and given him a name which is 
above every name ; that at the name of Jesus every 
knee should bow of , things hi heaven, and thmgs 
in earth, and things under the eatth; and that every 
tongue should confess th&t Jesus Christ is Lord to the 
glory of God the father." Phil, 2, 9, 11. 

Mr. P. next quotes Ephes, 1, 10, "That in 
the dispensation of^the fulness of time'' &c. He says 
« We think all things • will be well subordinated, 
when the judgment shall have passed, and the sanrts 
shall set down with Christ upon his throne, and sio- 
" E 3 
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hels shall he shut up in their eternal prison." Where 
does he find an account of " an eternal prUon^^ for 
sinners ? Certainly not in the bible. He could not 
say this was applicable only to the scdntB. Paul ad- 
dressing " the saints" speaks of what God had 
done for them through Christ, and then mentions 
tiiie glorious truth which had been made known to 
them — even .the revelation of boundless grace ; 
" Having made known unto us the mystery of his 
will, according to his good pleasure, which he hath 
purposed in himself that in the dispensation of the ful- 
ness of times he might gather together in one aH things 
in Christ, both which are in heaven, and which are on 
earth; even in him." In what words could Mr. 
p. express Universalism to make it any plainer 
than this language of the Apostle ? He has neither 
weakened nor obscured this passage. Its literal mean- 
ino" is obviously the true one, because there is noth- 
inop in the context which requires any liinitation. 

°Mr. P. next quotes 1, Tim, 2, 4. " who will have 

all men to be saved and come unto the knowledge of 

the truth." It was so obvious here that the Apos- 

. tie meant to use the word all in an unlimited sense, 

that he thought it unwise to restrict it. If God did 

not will the salvation of all — ^Christ did not ^ve 

" himself a ransom for o//" See verse 6th. In. such 

difficult circumstances, what did Mr. P. say ? i "God 

is often said to mil things which never come to 

pass." But does he believe God. r6a% wills things 

which never come to pass .? We are perfectly safe 

in saying he does not so believe, consequently what 

he has said on this point, is. a mere subterfuge to a- 

void a dfficulty. We suppose Mr. P. believes the 
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following testimony, '- My coonael shall stand ^d 
1 will do all my pleasure," Isa, 46, 10. He thinks 
it does not appear from this text in Tim. that God 
wills <he salvation of all men in any other sense than 
** Christ willed to gather the children of Jerusalem, 
imder his kind protecting care, but they wovJd noV^ 
But the passages are not parallel, *'How often toatUd 
I have gathered" "and ye would not," is not ex- 
pressive of any positive will It merely expresses 
a willingness on one part, had it not been for the op- 
position on the other part. But considering that op- 
position, it was the positive will of Christ that blind- 
ness in part should happen to Israel, until the ful- 
ness of the Gentiles he come in, and " so all Israel 
shall be saved," Rom, 11* " For as the lain com- 
-eth down and the snow from heaven, and retumeth 
not thither, but watereth the earth, and maketh it 
bring forth and bud, that it may give seed to the 
sower and bread to the eater ; so snail my word be 
that goeth forth out of my mouth : it shall not re- 
turn unto me void, but it shall accomplish that which 
X please, and it shall prosper in the thing whereto I 
sent it." Isa, 65, 10, 11. Will Mr. P. affirm 
that the word of God will return unto him void and 
unsuccessful, notwithstanding this testimony ? If so, 
he would directly contradict the divine word. 
Whoever declares it is not the positive will of 
God to save all men, contradicts the Apostle Paul ; 
and whoever does not believe in the aecmapKsh'- 
ment of the will of God, virtually calls in question 
the power of the Almighty to accompUsh his o.wn 
pleasure. 
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Lastly Mr. P. quotes 1, Cor, 15, 20. " For 
as in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be 
inade alive." All he says on this passage is the 
following. " This whole chapter is taken up with 
an argument for the resurrection of Christ's disciples, 
drawn from the resurrection of the Saviour himself. 
Neither, the salvation of saints or sinners is hmted at 
in the text — ^the text plainly speaks of the resurrec- 
tion of the body and nothing else." K assertious 
prove any thing, this passage was very speedily dis* 
posed of I According to this, there is no evidence 
in the 15th of first Cor. that any will rise from the 
dead, except Christ's disciples — nothing, is said of 
salvation, nor of any thing else, except the resur- 
rection of the body ! According to this, even, the 
disciples may be endowed with bodies ^ without be- 
coming the subjects of salvation ! The fact is the 
15th cnapter of first Cor. contains direct evidence of 
the resurrection, incorruption, glory, power and spir- 
itual life of the whole human race, and Mr. P. 
thought it advisable to pass it over as lightly as pos- 
sible. * " As in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall 
all be made alive." There are various opinons con-* 
cerning the nature of the death, or dea&s, which 
mankind died in Adam. But if this text is true all 
will be made alive in Christ even so, or in like man- 
ner, as they died in Adam. If they died spiritually 
or naturally in Adam or the earthly nature, they will 
be made spiritually, or naturally alive. They cer- 
tainly did not die eternally in Adam, because there 
is no evidence of this in the bible— and if they had 
died eternally, there would have been no possibility 
of their being made alive in Christ. Will Mr. R 
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pretend that none but the disciples of Christ died in 
Adam ? How strangely prejudice wiH blind intelli- 
gent men ! " When all things shall ht-suhdued unto 
him (Christ) then shall the son also himself be subject 
unto him that put all things under him, that €hd may 
be all in aiV^ Mr. P. has noticed but a very 
small portion of the direct testimony used by Uni- 
versahsts. We have exammed his remarks upon 
every passage which he has noticed. Whether he 
has weakened or obscured those passages <x not, 
you wiU judge. 

He says *' all the main arguments (of Universal- 
ists) tdash with one another." This is something 
new. We have long been satisfied that many reli- 
gionists hold to contradictions, but we verily thought 
Universalists free from this charge, at least in rela- 
tion to their principal arguments ; and we think so 
still 5 for every one of Mr. P's supposed contradic- 
tions, is a man of straw which he has created. U- 
niversalists believe no man deserves eternal punish- 
ment, and that none can or will be delivered from 
what they do deserve. It has never yet been shown 
that justice requires something more than mere dis- 
cipline. . If " it may possibly be true that the sin- 
ner deserves eternal puhishment ;'' let it be proved 
true, and we will Usten to it. No Universalist ev- 
er pretended that the sinner deserves salvation, con- 
sequently there is ample opportunity for the exercise 
of divine mercy. We believe goodness is consis- 
tent " with inflicting the very penalty of the law" 
but t^e bible does not say, that penalty is endless 
misery. We do not deny that any need forgiveness 
— on the contrary we contend that all sinners need 
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and will receive forgiveness ; biit we do not believe 
forgiveness does violence to the demands of justice. 
Where now. are Mr. P's supposed absurdities or 
contradictions of Universalists ? The creations of 
his own fancy — ^they do not exist. But lest he 
should amuse himself with imaginary contradictions 
qnly, we will present him with something real. 
The catechism which he professes to believe teaches 
the following, " all mankind by the fall lost com- 
munion with God, are under h^ wrath and curse^ 
and so made liable to all the miseries of this life, to 
death itself and to tlie pains of hell -forever." Here 
all mankind are declared under the endless wrath and 
curse of the Almighty. The very next question in 
that same catechism is, '^ Did God leave all mankind 
to perish in the estate of sin and misery ?" Answer 
'< God having out of his mere good pleasure from all 
eternity, elected some to evenasting life, did enter 
into a covenant of grace, to deliver them out of the es- 
tate of sin.and misery, 4r to bring them into an estate 
of salvation by a redeemer." Here it is declared 
that God from all eternity, elected to everlasting life, 
SOME of the same race of beings, who had ALL 
been just declared under his never-ending curse ! ! ! 
O let the mantle of divine charity enshield the er- 
rors of mortals — and let all flesh trust in the Lord 
Jehovah, in whom is everlasting strength. 



SfiRMORT III. 

"/br the day of vengeance is in mine hearty and 
the year of my redeemedis come?'^ Isa. 63, 4. 
In his discourse from this text, Mr. Parker en- 
deavors to draw an argument from the Providenqes 
of God f confirmatory of the doctrine of eternal mise- 
ry. He says, **we do not rely upon an argument 
drawn from Divine Providence to prove the doctrine 
d* eternal punishment — ^we produce^ it only to con- 
firm a doctrine which we have shown in our first 
lecture is taught with great explicitness in the scrip- 
tures.'' To this I reply : if I am not greatly deceiv- 
ed, I have incontestably shown in my answer to his 
first lecture— that he entirely Med to exhibit any ev- 
idence of eternal punishment from the scriptures. — 
Whether I have refuted his first lecture or not, I 
leave to be decided by the candid of all parties, who 
may examine and compare what we have both writ- 
ten. But being willing to give Mr. P's confirmato- 
ry evidence all the weight to which it is entitled, I 
shall briefly notice his principal arguments. 

In his introductory remarks, he saj^s, Christ "as- 
sures the most unexceptionable moralist, who is yet 
destitute of true piety, that he cannot escape the dam- 
nation of hell." But why did he not refer us to the 
passage which contains such language.? Perhaps he 
thinks the New Testament contains that sentiment, 
but we assure him he cannot find it. How long iinll 
it require for ?i controversialist to understand the dif- 



ference between aaaertion and evidence or argument? 
If a public speaker be allowed to assmne all his 
premises, what may he not establish ? A Mahome- 
dan, Pagan or Jew might be as successful as a Calvin- 
ist in establishing his ooctrine by assertion. If "the 
most unexceptionable moralist cannot escape the dam- 
nation of hell," in the sense Mr. P. would have us 
understand that phrase, what encouragement is there 
to be moral ? Or rather what is the objection against 
being vmnoral? If Universalism leads to practical 
wickedness, as Mr. P. contends in his fourth lec- 
ture, what injury can it do to the world if ** the most 
unexceptionable moralist" will be as likely to suffer 
eternal misery as though he were ever so abandon- 
ed ? Will those clergymen who frequently seem to 
undervalue morality y directly avow an intention to 
make men immoral} Do they wish to have it un- 
derstood that they practice what they preach ^ If 
not, why do they use expressions which indicate 
that morality possesses no advantage over immoraU- 
ty .^ It has been well said that "Morality compre- 
hends only a prt of religion ; but religion compre- 
hends the whole rf morality.'. Moral obligation is 
eternal, and is of the utmost importance to man, as 
a rational and social being. Morality relates to the 
relations which subsist between man and man. It is 
botii theoretical and practical. The theory of mor- 
als relates to the explanation of the relations which 
subsist between rational creatures. The practice of 
morals relates to the faithful discharge of those obli- 
sations smd performance of those duties which result 
nom the circumstances in which we have been pla- 
ced by our Creator- ITnexceptionabJe morality is 
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the practical part of religion : and the practical part 
of religion is of much more importance than any other 
part Jesus says "By their /?tti7» ye shall know 
them." As the practical part of religion is dedud- 
ble from its theory^ — ^the theory is of great importance: 
but it is of no consequence any further than the /woe-* 
tice, or conduct of the believer is influenced by it. 
If Preachers of all denominations would take more 
pains to induce the world to become unexceptionably 
moral — ^if they would take less pains to make man- 
kind violent partisans — ^how greatly would the cause 
of righteousness be benefitted ! ** The most unex- 
ceptionable moralist who is yet destitue, of true pie-' 
ty,'*^ We think the above expression implies an 
absurdity. The most unexceptionable morahty can- 
not exist without true piety : for unexceptionable 
morality is correct in * theorjr — correct in motive- 
correct in practice. Any thing short of this, is not 
unexceptionable mmality; and a correct theoij — 
motive and practice constitute true piety. "Fear 
God and keep his commandments ; for this is the 
whole duty of man;"EccI, 12, 13. 
It is highly necessary for us to determine why God 
takes vengeance on any of his creatures. The idea 
assumed by Mr. P. that God takes unmerciful ven- 
geance on any dependent sinful being, is derogatory 
to the character of God, and directly opposed to his 
holy word. While he would have us take it for gran- 
ted that the vengeance of God agairtst his enemies 
is unminffled with mercy and not designed to do <hem 
any good ; he' lots not attempted tolumish any ev- 
idencie to support a notion so abominable. But why 
are not all mnet^ punished for the same purpose i 
■' • • F ■ 



The people of Qod> the rigbteoas, are siimersi aa 
well as tiiose* ^ho are sometimes sMed the ene- 
mies of God. If one class are merdMly punished, 
wlw should not the other class be mereifmly punish- 
ed ? The wisd(Hn from above js wilhout paxtiality, 
but Calvinistic wisdom is eternal fabtiaI'ITY ! 
T%e principle on which Ood deals with bis enemtet 
is clearly and befintifully illustrated by our Seviour* 
who, speaking of Grod says " he maketh his sun to 
shine on the evil and on ^ good, and sendeth rain 
<m the just and uBJust.'^ But how dees the sublime 
nponhet Isaiah explain this subject? Heaxhim. "Be^ 
k>lu4 your God wiU come with vengeance ; evcax 
Qod with a recompense, he wiU come and SAVE 
you" — not send ypu to an eternal ^ell* A good 
earthly parent corrects only to recMm^ and is i»l 
God as ^ood as earthly parents? Any pun- 
ishment which preventa the reformation <tf thedbor 
hedien^y or perpetuates criminality, mnat be disposed 
to the law of God. Endlesspunishment tkecef<ii«i» 
is entirely inadmissible. ''Thou wast a Qedthal 
for^vest them, though, tbou tookeat vengeanoe of 
theu: inventiona" Pa 99, B. AH the vet^^ieance 
Ood takes of si^nei^ is compatible wi(b Smt^vfeneH. 
— «11 the punishments he iamcts are rem^ial — and 
worthy of a Beiuff possessed of unbounded perfect 
tion and un(^ange^0 love. , 

Mr. B. lab(»s to e^tablifji fte foifewing. propqun 
iofXi viz. '^when Christ bestows aign^ blessings upon 
h|f^ church he doeai at the same tune execute ngoal 
judgments upon hi^ enemies.'' But willl^e not ad- 
mit that af the ^n^jeots of blessings and punish- 
mei^ whoift he nentions^shottld chmtgitcircumstm^ 
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des mih each oiher, the conduct of Ckxl towards 
them, would vary mccorMng to those dicutngtances ? 
If not, God is a respecter of persons. If it would 
tbos vary, no inferences un&vorable to the final con- 
dition of ai\y, can be justly drawn from the varying 
dispensations of divine providence towards individu* 
ab bere^— for those variations are ej^^uify suited to 
the condition of each — ^to the cif cumstainces of alt.. 
Mr. p. says ** God is now acting upon a principle 
which exhibits alike, an intention to show mercy to 
some and to punish others. This principle, we have 
reason to bebeve will eidst in the divine goveriv- 
ment forever, and therefore the providence of God, 
so far as it goes, confirms the doctrine of future and 
eternal punishment. How much dependence can be 
placed upon ^t reasoning which is founded on anal* 
ogy, will be seen in our sequel. Mr. P. says *< It 
is essential to the very Mature of a moral government, 
that there i^honld be nrst a moral constitution of crea« 
tuies, rendering them fit subjects of government ; 
then laws adapted to this constitution ; and last of all, 
a righteous distribution of rewards and punishments." 
In all this we are happy to agree with him exactly. 
Again he says ^* and though we possess a nature 
Buited to obligation, and were placed under laWs, 
yet obligation would not be felt, vaOf laws become 
efficacious, only in so &r as their penal sanctions 
were apprehended as fixed and absolutely certain^ 
The wnole force of the divine government therefore 
depends upon the visible eertainty of rewards and 
punishments." Here again we agree with him: 
out we think he did not mean what he said— if he 
did, he is a'beKevcr in universal damnation ! He be- 
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lieT€6 the penalty of the divine la^i^ is endless mise- 
ly — ^he now makes the whole force of the divine 
government rest on the rcr^otn/y of rewards and pun- 
ishments — ^the penal sanctions of the law are *\fixed 
and absolutely certain P^ W), wo,. wo, then, be to 
Mr. P. and the whole race of sinners ! 

He says, " Solomon was led to expect a future 
judgment from the fact that wickedness was not al- 
ways punished in this life." To prove this he quotes 
Eccl. 3, 16, 17 ; "I saw under the sun the place 
of judgment, that wickedness was there : and the 
place of righteousness, that iniquity was there ; I 
said in mine heart, God shall judge the righteous and 
the wicked." Did Solomon say, wickedness is not 
always punished in this life } No. Did he say, God 
shall judge the righteous and the wicked, not in this 
life, but beyond the grave } No. Then Mr. P. has 
misrepresented the sentiments of Solomon. ^ He al- 
so quotes from 2d Peter, 2d chapter ; "The Lord 
knoweth how to deliver the godly out of t^aptation, 
and to reserve the unjust unto the day of iudgment 
to be punished." We presume he would haye us 
take it for granted that the day of judgment spoken 
of, is beyond death — ^in the invisible world. But as 
that idea is not contained in ihe text^ we need not 
give it any further attention. 

We shall pass lightly over many of the particular 
events of Divine Providence, to which Mr. P. has 
referred ; because according to him, those events a- 
mount to nothing in favor of his sentiments, unless 
they exhibit **a principle which will prevail co-exis- 
tent with the moral government of .God." Wheth- 
er this be the case or not, we shall see hereafter. 



^0 show that the gospel is a system as partial'as 
he supposes the Mosaick dispensaticm was, Mr. P. 
qooten horn Isa. 61 ; <* The spurt of the Lord God 
is upon me, because the Lord hath anomted me to 
preach good tidings unto the meek ; he hath sent me 
to bind up the broken hearted, to prodaim I3)erty to 
the captives, and the opening of tibt prison to them 
that are bound ; to proclaim th^ koiej^^ble year of 
the Lord, and ttie day of vengieance of our God." 
Why did he not qnote the remaining part ^f the sen- 
tence ? TTie words '* vengeance ot out God" seem 
to have been so grateful to his feelings, diat he over- 
looked the remainder of the sentence, which reads 
thus : ^to contort aB tiiat mourn, to appoint unto 
them that mourn in Zion, to give unto tiiem beauty 
for ashes, the oil of joy for mourning, tiie garment of 
praise for the spirit of heaviness ; thtU tkey ndght be 
calhd trees of righteousness^ the planting of the 
Lord, that he might be glorified.^^ In Luke we are 
informed that Jesus '^came to Nassareth • • • • and stood 
up for to read. And there was delivered unto him 
the book of the prophet Isaiah. And • • • • he found 
^e place where it was written, the spirit of the Loud 
is upon me, because he has andntea me to preach 
the gospel to the poor : he hath sent me to heal the 
broken hearted, to preach deliverance to the captives, 
and recovering of aght to the bUnd, to set at liberty 
them that are bruised; to preach the acceptable year 
cf the Lord. And he closed the book and gave it 
agfidn to the niinister and sat down. " Is it to De pre- 
sumed that Jesus omitted any essential part of that 
text ? Most certaii^jr not llieh the vengeance of 
our God" mentions by Isa. it nothing incompatible 
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Mfiih the manifestation of grace to the ol)]ects of that 
vengeance. After Jesus had read that interesting 
passage, and had spoken of its fulfilment " all bare 
hiiga witness, and wondered at the gracious words 
which proceeded out of his mouth." There was 
nothing ungrijLcious or unmerciful in tlie passage 
which Tie read.,, Mr. P. has made another very 
important omission in quoting from the third chapter 
of Malachi. i' Bcjhold I will send my messenger, and 
he shall pi^pare the. way before me.: and the. Lord 
whom ye* seek, shall suddenly come to his temple, 
even the messenger of the covenant whom ye de- 
light in: behold he shall come,, saith the Lord of 
Hosts. But who may abide the day of his com- 
ing ? And who shall stand when he appeareth ? 
For he is like a refiner's fire, and like fuller's soap." 
Here Mr. P. stops. ^. He had quoted all which 
would coincide with kis sentiments. But the next 
verse reads, " and he shall sit as a refiner and puri- 
fier of silver : and he shall purify the sons of Levi, 
and purge them as gold and sAweiythat they may of- 
fer unto the Lord an offering in righteousness.^'* 
The similitudes used in this passage are clear and 
beautiful. A refiner's fire is designed to remove all 
dross and prepare the precious metal for use. As • 
Mr. P. Will not admit the fire of hell to be purify- 
ing, he must allow this to be the fire of heaven. 
Fuller's soap is used not to destroy, but to cleanse 
- the cloth. So Jesus the glorious messenger of re- 
deeming grace, shall refine human nature from\;^ 
the dross of sin by the fervency of the spirit of im- ; 
mortal love — and cleanse all mankind from all ini- 
quity " that they may ofiex unto the Lord an ofierihg 
in righteousness. 



Mr. P. Ijas quoted the 10th, llth and 12th, ver- 
ses of the third chapter of Matthew — but instead of 
attempting to prove that those passages are in favor 
of his view of the subject, he has relied upon pre)«- 
dice alone to sanction his construction. ^' I indeed 
baptize you with water, but he that cometh after nie 
i» mightier than I, he shall baptize you with the Holy 
Grhost and with fire,'' that is, says the keen-eyed Mr. 
p. ^^he shall baptize his friends with the Holy Ghost 
and his eimnies imth fire " — the fire of hell, we 
presume ! Oh ! horrible ! Baptize his enemies with 
the fire of an endless hell \ If Mr. P. had not been 
baptized with superstition^ how could he make 
such a comment ? His comment is a direct violation 
of the text, which virtually declares that the same 
persons who shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost 
or spirit, shall also be baptized with fire — the fire of 
heavenly love, which always accompanies regenera- 
tion, it is not true that any person, in his earthly 
nature, brings forth good fruit exclusively. On the 
contrary " all have sinned and come short of the glo- 
ry of God" — theijefore, instead of considering f * ev- 
ery tree which bringeth not forth good fruit" to sig- 
nify one class of mankind, and contending, or im- 
plying that there is another class who bnng forth 
nothing but good fruit, (a class not mentioned in the 
bible,) it is far more rational and consistent to consid- 
er <Jver^fre€, to represent every individual of the hu- 
man family, who requires the operation of the pury- 
fying fire of heaven to remove effectually all manner of 
iniquity. Is Mr. P. no more of an agriculturaUst 
than to suppose that chaff all grows on stalks by it- 
self in the field— ^and the wheat on other stalks 



by itself? Such a suppo^on is no more absurd 
than to say wheat means one class of men, and cfu^ 
means another dass of men. If saints are represen- 
ted by wheaty and sinners by chaff— ^en all the 
wheat there is, was once cAajf ! Moreover, such 
a supposition implies that saints are sinless ; is this 
according to matter of fact ? When diaff is burnt 
up, it no longer exists — and whatever tiiis represen- 
tation may mean, it cannot inculcate the idea, of 
endless suffering. The truth is, eveiy kernel of 
wheat is enveloped in chaff and eveiy individual is 
afflicted more or less with the diaff oif wickedness, 
which nothing but the unquenchable fire of heavenly 
purity and love can totally destroy. *<For our God 
IS a consuming fire,'' Heb. 12, 29. " The sinners 
in Zion are afraid ; fearfulness hath surprised the hy- 
pocrites. Who among us shall dwell with the de- 
vouring fire ? Who among us shall dwell with ev- 
erlasting burnings ? He that walketh righteo^fy^ 
and speaketh uprightly; he that despiseth the gain of 
oppressions, that shaketh his hand, from holmng of 
bribes, that 8to{>peth his ears from hearing of blood, 
and shutteth his eyes from seeing evn : he shall 
dwell on high ; his place of defence shall be the 
munitions of rocks ; oread shall be given him ; his 
waters shall be sure." Isa. 33, 14, 16. 

Mr. P. says, " The Lord b appropriating the sil- 
ver and gold, and the moral Energies of his people to 
the enlargement of Zion," &c. When Jesus sent 
forth his disciples to preach, he said unto tiiem, *^ Pro- 
vide nmther goldy nor silvery nor brass in your pur- 
>sc*," %r. Now, our Bible Societies must beg mon- 
ey to enable them to print bibles to *e//— yes they 
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caix afibrd to give away about one twentieth part oi' 
the whole they print, and sell the remainder! Our 
foreign missionaries must have an outfit of some thou- 
sands of dollars, and in many cases a wife besides, en- 
abling them to appear in great splendor before the as- 
tonished inhabitants of the Indies ! Home missionaries 
must be supported to itinerate and dispense the gospel 
of eternal misery in places where the people would 
not voluntarily sustain it — and in many cases where 
they would choose to dispense with such merchandize I 
Ten years since, a Missionary card, circulated in the 
city of New-York, read thus " Every cent is a 
precious drop in tHe Missionary ocean, on which 
Ministers must sail, and blessings flow to the islands 
of ihe seas, and to the ends of the earth before all 
shall know the Lord. Reader, pay a penny," &c. 
The ocean then "on which Ministers must soil," is 
money — ^mopey — money ! How is all this cash to be 
obtained ? Whole swarms of beggars, like frogs in 
Egypt, infest all parts of our land — work upon the 
sympathies of a frail nature — perplex with their im- 
portunities — 'eat out oTir substance' — and collect "sil- 
ver and gold," and every thing else down to rags ! 
O Presbyterians ! When "ye compass sea and land 
to make one proselyte, when he is made," will ye 
not "make him two-fold more the child of hell than 
yourselves ?" Will the Hindoo, who worships an idol 
that dooms him, or his fellow-creatures, to be crush- 
ed to death beneath a ponderous car, gain any 
thing by conversion to that system of faith, which 
crushes millions on millions of the human race 
beneath the resistless weight of endless and almighty 
wrath ? "Whybeholdest thou the mote that is in thy 



brother's eye, but considerest not the beam that id ia 
thine own eye ?" 

The denunciations of God for the a^ of our 
primitive parents — the punishment of Gain — the 
destruction of the antediluvian world, and the cities 
of the plain — ^the overthrow of the Egyptians at the 
Red Sea — ^the extermination of the people of Cana* 
an^-4he death of Annanlas and Sapphira — ^the demo- 
lition of the walls and temple of Jerusalem^ and 
the slaughter of its inhabitants — ^the wars in Surope 
at the period of the reformation,and in all parts of 
the world to this time — are merely temporal miser 
ries. ' Mr. P. does not pretend they are any other 
than tempora I calamities. Referring to those events 
he says, *^ here observe, that in an these temporal 
judgments, there is not the least intimation that they 
are intended as disciplinary — or that they were in- 
flicted to promote the good of the sufferer." Sup- 
pose we admit this statement. Neither is there in all 
those temporal judgments,the least intimation that they 
were not intended as disciplinary — ^that they were 
NOT inflicted to promote the good of the simerers. 
What, then,' has Mr. P. gained by his statement ? 
Any judgment inflicted on any sinful being, which is 
not designed for the good of that being, especially 
where uie judge possesses ability to promote the 
good of the tran^essor, results from Tnakwh 
Jbmb — ^is revenge---and black-hearted cruelty ! This 
is the particular which distinguishes Jt^f tee from cru- 
eUy, Pure Justice is hohr ; but pruelty is the eX" 
treme of wickedness. What is <»iielty, if it is not 
the infliction of torture, without des^ninff the good 
of the sufierer ? If the believers in endless misery 
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coi^ once clearly see the sinfulness of the chancier 
they ascribe to the Almighty, they would hide their 
heads in everlasting confusion ! " Father, forgive 
them ! For they Know not what they do !" 

Bat Mr. P. is wrong in saying there is no in*- 
timation that the judgments to which he referred 
were inflicted for the good of the su&rers. We 
will notice one ol the most hq)eless cases he has 
mentioned — ^tfae destnictiCNQ of the inhabitants of 
Sodom & GomcNrrah. In the 16th'chapterof the 
prophecy of Ezekiel, we have the following lan- 
guage. '< Behold this was the iniquity of thy 
^ster Sodom, fiilness of bread, and abundance 
oi^ idleness, was in her and in her daughters nei- 
thpetdid she strengthen the hand of the poor and 
needy. And they were haughty and committed 
abomination before me ; therefore I took &em 
away as I saw good.^^ God always acts fpr the 
good of all his creatures: he does not act for 
the good of Pi'esbyterians at tlie expenae of all 
o^raf If the Sodomites were taken away for 
their ains — ^and if they continued to Ibe as sinful 
after y as before diey were taken away^-HQo good 
was don^ by taking them away. ^' For the pun- 
ifthme&tof the iniquity of the daughter of my* 
people is greater than the punishment iA the sin 
d'Sodie^m, thatwas overthiowo as in amonient2& 
BO faatidsstay^ on her,*^ Lam. 4. 6. Tliis passage 
represents the punishment of Sodom,to be sudden 
and dreadful, but speedily Hrmnatingy ^^no hands 
staiyed on her.** To this view of the subject, it 
may be objected, that Jade aays^ ^^ Even as Sod- 
om land Gomorrah, and the cities about them ia 
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like manner are set ioPth for an example 

suffering the vengeance of eternal fire. How 
were those cities set forth as an example, if their 
greatest sufferings were iu a world, to us, entire- 
ly imisible ? According to this supposition, tbey 
would neither be an example to sinners m this 
world— nor would they be set forth, or manifes- 
ted for the benefit of others. How were those 
cities set forth ? "And Abraham got up early m 
the morning to the place where he 5tood before 
the Lord ; and he looked towards Sodom and 
Gomorrah, and toward all the land of the plain, 
and beheld, and lo, the smoke of the country 
went up as the smoke of a furnace," Gen. 19. 
Those cities were in this world— they were over- 
thrown in this world— the fire that destroyed 
them was in thi< world, and was called eterwo/, 
because it conUnued, according to some histon- 

ens, thousands of years. ^ . * ^. 

Having as we believe, devoted sufficient time 
to the examination of tfce substance of Mr. P's 
third lecture ; you will please to take notice that 
the whole force of that lecture rests upon rea- 
soning drawn from analogy^ Mr. P. says, « the 
providence of God, so far as it -goes, conform the 
doctrine of future and eternal punishment." Of 
all arguments, those drawn from analogy are the 
most unsati^actory, inconclusive and uncertain. 
However, this mode of reasoning is as good for 
me, as for Mr. P. Here we mil meet— his o- 
verthrow or mine naust be complete. Why does 
he think the Providence of God confirms his sen- 
timents ? Hear him. " God is now acting upon 
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a principle vfhich exbibits alike, api iAlention to 
show mercy to some and to punish others. Thi^ 
principle 'we haye reason to believe, 'will ex- 
ist in the divine government forever, and tkerefo^ 
the providence of God •cmHrina the doc- 
trine of future and eternal punishment." The 
amount of this reasoning is, because God doea « 
thing nowy he always wiU do it, because he pua« 
ishes some nomOy he always will punish some.-^ 
On the 66th page, Mr. P. says, ^'Qod is unahau* 
geable — a principle of action which is at one time 
consistent with him, is eternally consistent." Oa 
his 52 page, he says, ^'the government oiOtoi^ 
so far as it is exhibited in this world, is incon^kie; 
that isy strict justice is not here rendered to ifidmd- 
uala.^^ Mr. P. must now admit, either, that bis 
conjmnoJtcTy evidence of eternal mii^eTy amounta 
to nothing; or, that strict justice never will be fMi- 
dered to individuals y and the government ^tf €lod 
will be eternally incomplete — for ^'God is unchan- 
geable — a principle of action which is atone tinn^ 
consistent with him, is eternally coiMnsfonit 1"— r 
Will be say, the government of God isy and al- 
ways will be, incomplete J so that no rattonal ber 
ing can put any confidence in it — :or will he a4« 
mit that his confirmatioB of eternal punisbm,e|it 
is no confirmation at all ? 

We object to Mr. P.'s premises, as well as to 
his analogical reaso^iing. We think it would bo 
much nearer the truth to say, God is «ai0 aetuig 
upon a principle, wbich exhibits alike an iafteu- 
tion to punish all sinneTa jusilyj and to ahpwimcip* 
cy upon all manki&d--*^'n)r &>d bf^ ^OUwM 
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them all in unbelief, tbat he might hare mesey 
upon all;" Roto. 1 1 , 32. This principle, we have 
reason to beliere t^ exist in me divine govern- 
ment forever, and therefore the Providence of 
God, 80 far as it goes, confirms the doctrine of 
Intnre, universal holiness and happiness. Every 
ttttiooal being is miserable in proportion to his 
iinfulness-^^'there is no peace, saith my Crod, to 
the wicked." Isa« 57, 12. Every creature tiiat 
lives, receives favors from that great and glorious 
Being, who is the origin of existence — who ^4s 
good to all and his tender mercies are over all his 
works. All thy works shall praise thee, I^ord; 
imd thy saints shall bless thee." Ps. 145. 

After speaking of the triumphant death of the 
Believer, Mr. P. says "But you have seen no such 
sustaining hope; no such triumphs from any source 
in those who have rejected the precious Saviour, 
and relied upon the justice or goodness of God, 
without faith in Christ." If he designed to rep- 
resent the opinion of Universalists in the above 
sentence, he misrepresented us — we have not re- 
jected the precious Saviour — we have not reh'ed 
xipon the justice or goodness of God, without faith 
in Christ. If he did not mean to represent the 
faith of Universalists, what did he mean ? As to 
any exclamations at the hour of death, suffice it to 
say, no person's opinion is any certain evidence 
of truth, whether he be sick ot well — sane or in- 
sane — ^in the middle, or at the conclusion of his 
mortal career. And as all exclamations are the 
result of opinions, or impressions, no stress should 
be laid upon them as eyidence in fevor of, or a- 
gainst «ny sentiment 
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Mr. P. thiuks the day of jadsmeat will be 
^^anofher flood • • • • upon the ungodly — a flood of 
wrath and billows of fire. But the mk is pre- 
pared for any that choose to escape. Does the 
judgment seem severe ? then get into the ark. 
Bo the thoughts of its mighty and endless swel- 
lings seem too dreadful to be endured ? Then get 
into the ark. Are there great diffieulties in the 
way ? Get into the ark; — get into the ark, and 
you are safe.'' Suppose all should choose to e§» 
cape — suppose the whole race of sinners should 
get into the Presbyterian ark of safety, what 
would be the consequence ? Horrihile du:tu ! — 
As that ark is not sufficiently capacious for the 
whole family of sinful man, they would instantlr 
sink it, and all go to hell together ! From such 
an awful catastrophe, may God in infinite mercy 
save all people ! 
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Ili>en $0 every good tree bringeth forth good frtdl : 
but a corrupt tree bringeth forth evil fruit. '^^ — 
Math. 7, 17. 

It is an unquestionable fact^ that the great di- 
versity of religious opinion, prevalent in chiis- 
tendoQi) causes much perplexity in the minds of 
many, who sincerely desire a knowledge of the 
truth. The advocates of each peculiar tenetj 
tpeakwith all the confidence, which is inspired 
by a full convictioa of possessing the truth. — 
Learning, ability and plausible arguments appear 
in vindication of almost every opposing sentiment; 
^and what is tJie unlettered inquirer to do ? What- 
ever he should do; he certainly should not con- 
clude there is no religious truth. While it is 
certain that opinions diametrically opposite to 
tach other, cannot all Ijg true — it is equally cer- 
tain that the Supreme Ruler of the universe does 
Bot require of man, a knowledge wliich is beyond 
the reach of common minds, when unbiassed anti 
candid. ^'If thou shalt with thy mouth copfess 
tiie Lord Jesus, and shalt Jbelieve with thy heart 
that God hath raised him from the dead, tho\l 
flihiltbe saved." Rom. 10,9- Whatever is es- 
sential to the spiritual welfare of man, is neither 
absurd, mysterious, incomprehensible, nor beyond 
the reach of the great body of mankind, wherev- 
er the light of the gospel shiaes. If all sects and 
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denominations of christians shonU abolish theit 
several creeds and confessions of faith, and lay 
aside all the speculative tenets, about which they 
di^r, they would probably stiU retain every thing 
absolutely essential to Christianity, and be much 
more likely to feel the heart-cheering influence 
of tiiat charity which is greater than tjny faith, — 
We differ most about that of which we have the 
least knowledge. But since it is very desirable 
to understand the Revelation of God— ^nce it is 
proper to coutrcst various and opposing specula- 
tire opinions with a view of determining their re*, 
lative merits and influence — it is truly consolato- 
ry that we have a rule so excellent and so clear 
by which to determine truth, coming too from 
such high authority, as our text and its connex- 
ion. Jesus said ''Be ware of false prophets, which 
come to you in sheep's clothing, but inwardly 
they are ravening wolves, ye shall know them by 
their fruits. Do men gather grapes of thorns, or 
figs of thistles ? Even so every good tree bring- 
eth forth good fruit, but a corrupt tree bringetii 
forth evil fruit. A good tree cannot bring forth 
evil fruit, neither can a corrupt tree bring forth 
good fruit." Mr. Parker says "We judge a man 
to be truly religious, when we find that his views 
of religion are with him living principles of ac- 
tion." This seems to require some qualification^ 
Following this de^ition strictly, we should oon- 
dude that man to be "truly religious," whoQO 
views of reli^on are extremely corrupt, emme- 
ous and pernicious — if those views were witibi 
him liyiDg principles of action. A mftn who be« 

o2 
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liereslft a partial and rcYengeful God may bfc 
wen religious, if Ws views of religion be with 
Mm Kritig prindples of action; but he would not 
be truly religious. For a man to be truly reU- 
OTout, he must ha^e correct views of religion and 
of God, and fliose views must be with him living 
principles of action. We perfectly agree with 
Mr. P. in the following. "We judge that reli- 
gious system most accordant with truth and sound 
principled, which produces the best practical ef- 
fect." 

He says, '^It canAot be inferred that a system 
of religion is false, because some who embrace it 
are immoral in their lives. We shall not urge it 
«8 an argument against Universalism, that some 
hnfividuals who have embraced imd advocated 
Ihe ^ysttm, hav6 been men of profligate and vi- 
ciotis lives. On the other hand, we are ready to 
admit that there are as bad men'within the pale 
of orthodox churches, as can be found in the 
•world." The last sentence in the above quota-' 
tion is remarkably candid and undoubtedly true. 
By the first part of the quotation above, we should 
BUftpose Mr. P. meant to intimate that all who 
avifrr^fce UniVersalism are profligate in their lives, 
if he had not subsequently used the foUowing 
language : "We find individuals who embrace 
the most debasing principles, but who are res- 
traihed from vicious indulgence, by the example 
of others, or the institutions of society, or a le- 
gad to their own reputation. These are regu- 
lar in their lives, in spite of the unhappy influ- 
i^lUti of their religiots belief." In his supposed 



contrast between Mabomedanism 'and Christian- 
ty, Mr. Parker seems to intimate that Univeraal- 
ifiNQ never produces any beneficial efects. But 
wBetker be meant to be so understoc<),or wheth- 
er he meant to speak of the general effects of the 
doctrine, is not qdite clear. At all events his 
fourth lecture was designed to establish the fol- 
lowing.proposition, ^^Universalism does not pio- 
duce a religious bfe, while the system opposed 
to it does produce genuine practical piety." 

1. Mr. P. says ^^the system which holds the 
doctrine of eternal punishment leads many per- 
sons to come out from the world by an open and 
public profession of their faith in Christ; but U- 
niversaiism docs not.'' The last part of this state- 
ment is fake» I do not mean to say Mr, P. wilful* 
ly misrepresented, I meim to say, his statement is 
contrary to matter of fact. Univsersalism has led 
^^many persons to come out from the world by an 
open and public profession of their faith in Christ." 
Mr. P's. assertion to the contrary notwithstand* 
ing : but they have not all become members of 
churches — some supposing it unnecessary, or in- 
expedient and others, perhaps, neglecting an ac- 
knowledged duty. I am favorable to church or- 
gMiization, and a church has existed in this vil- 
lage,* for nearly eight years: but some Universal- 
ists believe it tends to create invidious distinc- 
tions in society — and that its evils overbalance 
its advantages. In relation to all such, Mr. P.'s 
remarks ccmcerning church membership are in- 

* Watertow»i Jefferson Co. 
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applicable. Churcli organization is certainly per- 
nicious in all cases, in which its members are 
pu^d up with the idea that they are morally bet- 
ter than others, merely because they belong to a 
church! If church membership be established 
as a criterion of holiness, why may they not be 
thus puffed up ? Church membership eertain- 
tainly creates no new moral or religious obligation. 
It is useful only by impressing those obligations 
which already exist, upon the human mind in a 
more forcible manner. A considerable numbet 
of Universalists believe with the Quakers res- 
pecting the ordmances of Baptism and the Lord's 
supper: therefore they are not censurable for o* 
mitting tho^e ordinances. A moral discipline is 
maintained by many societies of UniversaHsts, 
where no churches are established. In* those cases 
the principal benefits of church organization are 
obtained. . 

Mr. P. thinks that system which holds the doc- 
trine of eternal misery leads many to endure ^'re- 
oroocA" for the sake of Jesus Christ.'* A wil- 
lingness to endure reproach is not produced by 
the doctrine of eternal misery : for I presume aU 
will admit that Universalists now have more re- 
proach to endure than Presbyterians have. How 
often does ''that system which holds the doctrine 
of eternal misery" or something else, induce peo- 
ple to float on the delirium — inspiring tide of 
popularity — and attempt to repair a detestable or 
worthless character by joining a Presbyterian 
church ? 

Mr. P. says <'The more exteusively it (Uni- 
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veisalism) prevails, the less there is of religiom 
profession of any sort." Yes, prt^eanonf But 
what of that? Let it be remembered thait) to be 
really religious, is one thiog-**to profess religion 
may be quite a different affiur ! Proiassion may 
make the most parade, bat it is far less useful 
than genuine praetieai religion. 

In ibe neighboring town (where aUniversal'- 
ist minister has been supported for a considera- 
ble portion of the time during several successive 
years — where a large portion of the inhabitants 
are Univenialists, and where they have no church 
members^ no sacraments, no deacons, no disci- 
pline) to which Mr. P. referred — ^if I am not 
grefttly mistaken, their minister does not believe 
in church orgaoization &e. cohsequentiy he ought 
not to establish a church. If be sasd his follow- 
ers do believe in church organization &e. and 
still neglect it — tibey disgrace themselves and in- 
jure the cause they have espoused. Generally 
speakings churches are established in the ^'strong 
holds" of Upivqrsalism. 

Mr. P. contrasts the Universalist congregatioii 
in Rochester, with. the. third Presbyterian con- 
gregf^ion in that place. He. could scareely 6e« 
lect A place m our country more favorable to the 
growth of Presbyterianism, or more unfavorable 
to Universalism^ than Rochester. In that rapid- 
ly flourishing village, Universalism has never 
been preached* but very little — has scarcely ob- 
tained a permanent footing. But the great influx 
of inhabitants, wha carriei their reUgtoas ptejtb^ 
ees vyith ^^m, furnish Presbyterians with every 
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local peealiaritiet determine nothing in relaticm 
to the general proiperity of any cause* To coun- 
terbalance the circumstances which enst in Ro- 
chester, I refer to Boston, Mass. and to the New 
England States generally, where Universalism iB 
rapidly supplanting Presbjrterianism, and every 
other doctrine, which limits the saving grace of 
God. Mr.P. says, "You will commonly find that 
where Universalism/ireiHiiils most, there are the 
fewest persons that pn^ess religion." This i» not 
true, Universalists generally proiess veiigion, aft 
they think it ought to be professed, notwithstand*- 
ingthe contumely that profession brings upon 
them, from their bigotted aadsuperstilkms neigh- 
borfr—or from those, who feel it a duty lo be on- 
gry^ because others do not think €MtB angry as 
they do ! We have the best of reasons for believ- 
ing there are as few ki/pocriies in our denonodnt* 
tioD, as in almost any other seet of ehriBttaiia m 
this countrv. 

2* Mr. P. says "that system which holds the 
doctrine of eternal punishment, leads to 4 life of 
prayer; but Univeraatism does not.'' This posi- 
tion is also contrary to matter of feet. UniFer- 
salism does lead to a life of prayer. Prayer is an 
acknowledged ehristian duty, to which the sin*' 
cere believer in the christian religion, will often, 
and most cheerfully resort ItcaJma the laoera^ 
ted feelings of feail man — soothes Mid oonsolatas 
the afflieted heart — ^and afibrds means fer die 
most direct intercourse with the kind Parent cf 
the universe, which can be enjoyed by mortals 
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oa earth. But what is prayer ? Surely it is the 
sincere desire of the heart, whether ^uttered or 
unespressed." While prayer it often and forci* 
hiy enjoined in the word of God, we shall look 
in the New Testamekit in vain for any command 
to observe set times for prayer in families or else^ 
where. Paul exhorted bis brethren to <*pray 
without ceasing :" by which, he undoubtedly in- 
tended to inculcate the spirit of true and constant 
devotion. Mr. P. says very many of those who 
believe in the doctrine of eternal puniithmeht do 
aetqaliy pray in their families mining and eve* 
ning, and in the social circle, and also maintain 
secret devotion.^' Suppose they do, aad then 
tell of it — does it not appear very much Hke pray- 
ing to be seen of men, or to have it^known a- 
mongst men that they do pray? If they gain the ap- 
plause of men, "verily I say unto you they have 
their reward" — ^for that applause is evidently 
90Ught-*-or tbe public would not be so carefully 
informed that Presbyterians pray thus and so— ^ 
especially that they pray ia prwatej but can- 
not ke^p it to themselves ! God have mercy on 
all tbose who can. take no comfort in religion, un-' 
less they can make a parade about it ! Mr. P. 
admits that prayer is sometimes attended in the 
families of Universalists. He asks "who ever 
heard of a TJuiversalist prayer meeting?" A U- 
niversalist prayer meeting and conference has 
beenheardof, to my certain knowledge, within 
ten miles of Rochester. But what if Universal- 
ists did not see fit to have prayer meetings at all? 
Mr. P* says "you will seldom if ever, find an tn« 
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dividoil, who is a Universatist, that daily retires 
ta his doeet, for the purpose of eojoying a sear* 
son of private devotioa." If he did, he ought 
not to tell of it, even though <<asked" hy Mr. P. 
How easy it is to appear outwardly righteous 
unto men, and b^ full of hypocrisy and iniquity 
within. The scribes, pharisees and hypocrites of 
old, paraded the streets, with their long robes--* 
ungodly, long faces — offering long prayers for a 
i^ow— ^and like causes produce like effects in all 
agesof the world. Jesus ^^saad unto his diaei- 
ph^s, beware of the scribes which desire to walk 
in long robes, and love greetings in the markets, 
and the highest seats in the synagogues, and die 
chief rooms at feasts; which devour widow's hous- 
es, and for a diow make long prayers : the same 
shall receive greater damnation." A people who 
made ^'many prayers" once received the fcdlow- 
ing keen rebuke from the Lord ^^Bring no more 
iHitfi oblations; incense is an abomination unto 
me; the new moons and sabbaths, the caUihg ui 
assemblies, I cannot away with, it is iniquity e- 
ven the solemn meeting, jour new moons and 
your appointed feasts my soul hateth : tiiey are a 
trouble unto me; I am weary to bear them. And 
when ye sjpread forth your hands, I will hide 
miQe eyes from you; yea; when ye make mtmy 
prayers J I will not hear; your hands are full of 
blood. Wash ye, make ye clean; put away the 
evil of your doings from before mine eyes; cease 
to do evil; learn to do well, seek judgment, re- 
lieve the oppressed, judge the fatherless, plead for 
the widow." 
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3. Mr. P. says ^^That system which holds the 
dactrioe of eternal puBishment leads men to ac- 
tive exertion, to send the gospel to the destitate ; 
hot Universidism does not." The last part of 
this position is also contrary to matter of fact : — 
every exertion made by Universalists io extend 
the knowledge of their sentiments, famishes ev- 
idence that Mr. P. was incorrect. That Christ 
and the Apostles possessed an ardent desire to 
spread the knowledge of divine truth — that they 
labored diligently and suffered much to accom- 
plish that object, will not be denied: but in their 
public labors and instructions, they all omitted 
a certain sentiment which is now considered by 
many to be of the utmbst importance — and which 
consequently had no influence in exciting their 
zeal — I mean the doctrine of eternal misery. — 
This they never mentioned. We think many of 
those who labor to give mankind the knowledge 
of eternal misery^ are sincere, but we do not 
think even heathens would be benefitted by the 
belief of that truly abominable sentiment — for 
heathenism itself contains nothing worse ! The 
desire to extend the knowledge of their sentip> 
meats is common to all classes of mankind, and 
it is perfectly absurd for Mr. P. to say Univer- 
salism does not lead men to active exertion to 
send the gospel to the destitute. On another page 
he says "we can point you to whole townships 
where Universalism has a complete ascendency." 
How came this* benign doctrine to have a com- 
plete asicendency in whole townships, if it does 
not lead men to active exertions to send the gos- 

H 
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pel to the destitute ? Surely believers in endless 
misery have not been guilty of preaching Uni- 
versaUsm — ^nor of failing to oppose it, by every 
means they deemed ssie : and opinions do not 
spring up and flourish spontaneously. Did not 
the venerable John Murray^ who was stoned in 
thepu^ in Boston Mass.; and the indefatigable 
Elhanan Tf^nc/^sler^who journeyed and preached, 
when worn down with disease, expose health and 
life, and leave friends and home to carry the gos- 
,pel to the destitute ? Both of those men possess- 
ed Apostolic zeal, diligence and faithfulness — 
and their labors were crowned with abimdant 
success* The New England and middle States 
received .their ministrations of the gospel of peace, 
about, the time our nation received exisience 
If it were necessary, we could name liviog prea- 
chers of the gospel of universal reconciUation, 
who have endured, and would cheerfully endure 
quite as much, to send the go!:pel to the desti- 
tute, as Mr. p. and his coadjutors. 

He says "which has the best claim to be con- 
sidered as actuated by the spirit of Christ and of 
Paul— the denominations who are planting their 
missions all over the heathen world, or that one 
which stays at home and opposes this \vork ?" — 
This question gives a false coloring (o the sub- 
ject. Universalists are not opposed to the exten- 
sion of the knowledge of the gospel of Christ — 
we are opposed to ttie spread of error in all its 
forms. . ' 

It is unnecessary to particularize, but for the 
information of Mr. P. and his friends, we now 
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state, that societies for ehariiable purposes, aofl 
for the lelief of the poor, where bodien of Uni- 
versalists have practically shown that *Hheir lys- 
tern has exerted au inflaence to render them be« 
'nevolent^' are common amongst us. We also 
think the following to be most excellent counsel, 
^^wben thou doest thine alms, do not sound a trum- 
pet before thee, as the hypocrites do in the syn- 
agogues and in the streets, that they may have 
gloiy of men, verily I say unto you, they have 
their reward. But when thou doest alms, let not 
thy left hand know what thy right band docth, 
that thine alms inay be in SECRET ; and thy Far- 
ther which seethiu secret, himself shall reward 
thee openly." 

4. Mr. P. says <^That system which maintains 
the doctrine of eternal punishment, often reclaims 
men from vicious habits, and from a life ot sin ; 
but Universalism does not." The latter part df 
this position is not true. Numerous instances 
can be furnished, in which men have been re- 
claimed from vicious habits by the influence of 
Universalism. The effects of missionary exer»> 
tions in Canada and the Sandwich Islands' refers- 
red to by Mr. P. may not be justly ascribable to 
the doctrine of eternal punishment. Those who 
inculcate that awful doctrine generally preach 
some valuable truths with it. To these truths the 
salutary influence of their labors should be ascn- 
bed— *-and not to a doctrine so directly calculated 
to freeze the current of benevolence and harden the 
human heart, as is the dogma of eternal misery. 

Mr* p. asks "Who ever saw a neighborhood. 



as 

or Village, or town, improved in its moral charac- 
ter, by the introduction of Universalism ?" Ma- 
ny people have seen it. Take one iDstance.^^ 
The village of Watertown has been greatly im- 
proved in moral character by the iDfluence of U- 
siversalism Universalism has been preached 
more or less here, for the last ten years. Previ- 
ous to this period, there was much more profane- 
ness, [vambling on Sundays and other days, much 
more drunkenness — much less religious knowl- 
edge and religious feeling — much less attention 
to the stated public worship of God, according to 
the number of inhabitants, than there is at pres- 
ent. I give it as my deliberate and sober opin- 
ion, that a village containing 3000 inhabitants, 
canpot be found in the State of New-Yoric, where 
the people generally, are mere upright, honest 
and religious, than the citizens of this village, in 
which the doctrine of Universalism has been reg- 
ularly preached, some portion of the time for the 
last ten years. A very perceptible change for 
the better has taken place viUiin that period of 
time. We are fully convinced this change is, in 
a great measure, owing to the influence of Uni- 
versalism. These circumstances are sufficient to 
silence the clamors of our enemies about the im- 
moral tendency of our sentiments. 

Mr. p. says ^^Probably we have all seen some 
of the fairest characters amoug Universalists 
plainly improved by renouncing their own and 
heartily embracing the opposite system." "Prob- 
ably they have not. We challenge Mr. P. to 
name one solitary instance in which ^^one of the 



fairest characters among Universabsts'' has been 
'^plainly improved by renouncing his own, and 
heartiJy embracing the opposite system.*' 

Mr. P- says ^'^In most cases, where professors 
of reiigiori become . Universalists, thev abandon 
their habits of piety, as a preparation for Univer- 
salism — they give up secret prayer, then famiiy 
prayer, th^ leave the communion table, then fall 
into some vices, and then become Universalists. 
You cannot find one instance, where a man was 
evidently pious, while a Uuiversalist but where he 
&st forsook his closet of devotion,& then abandon- 
ed family prayer, and then left the communion of 
the church, and then fell into vice, and then be- 
came a Presbyterian, and continued vicious — the 
moral and religious characters of men are never 
improved* •••% giving up a belief in eternal 
punishtnent, and embracing the doctrine of uni- 
versal salvation, men often fall into Universally, 
as the last step in a process of moral defection ; 
bat they never fall into the opposite system by 
the same process," &c. All this is mere assert 
iion without any proof. But Mr. P. says they 
are ^*facts." How do we know these things are 
facts? Why Mr. P^ says so J Such whale- 
sale detraction may pass for its trAe value. We 
aeed not measure back to him, what he has so 
bountifully, and without any just foundation, dealt 
out to others. 

5. Mr. P. says "That system which holds the 
doctrine of eternal punishment, never occasions 
distress in a dying hour ; but Universalism fre- 
quently leads to the most distressing apprehen- 

H 2 



90 

gioDS on a death-bed/' This position carried iU 
own refutation upon its face : every part of it is 

entirely autnie. Is it not plain from the nature of 
the subject, that the doctrine of eternal punishment 
must occasion distress in a dying hour ? Those who 
believe in the Calvinistic doctrine of election and 
reprobation must be doubtfiil whether they are a- 
mong the elect, or not : and those who beheve in 
Arminianism must be conscious of many sins and 
consequently doubtful whether they are sufficientiy 
Tighteom to entitle them to salvation. In either, ami 
every case, the believer in endless misery, (admit- 
ting him to be so completely swallowed up in seU 
fishness as to care nothing for the salvation of any 
but himself, ^ must have doubts, fears, and distress 
lest he should find himself a hopeless victim of that 
horrible, that indescribable misery in which he be^ 
lieves. This distress will increase with the strength 
of his faith. But what must be the feeUngs of a be- 
nevol 3nt heart in tiie hour of death when he firmly 
believes himself and all his dearest friends exposed 
to such a fate ^ Saurin, a distinguished French 
divine, after preaching a sermon to prove the doc- 
trine of endless misery said, '<I sink, I sink under 
the awful weight of my subject; and I declare, when 
I see my friends, my relations, the people of my 
charge, this whole congregation;, when I think that 
I, that you, that we are all threatened with these 
torments; when I see in the lukewarmness of my de- 
votion, in the languor of my love, in the levity of 
my resolutions and designs, the least evidence, tho' 
it be only presumptive, of my future misery, yet I 
dni in the thought a mortal poUon, which diauseth 
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itself into every period of my life, rendering socie^ 
tiresome, nourishment insipid, pleasure disgustfbl and 
life itself a cruel bitter, I cease to wonder that the 
fear of hell hath made some mad and others melan* 
dioily." And yet Mr. P. thinks the doctrine of e- 
temal punishment never occasions distress in a dying 
hour ! If a person on the bed of death, by an eye 
of strong faith, shoold behold the roaring tide of dam- 
nation, rolling in endless surges on the naked souls 
of millions on millions of the human race, with the 
awful possibihty of being eternally miserable himself, 
would that prospect affi>rd sweet consolation U) his 
sinking heart ? God in mercv deliver us from such 
infernal consolation ! Would not such a prospect 
wrmg the feeling heart with nameless agony ? It 
is admitted that believers in endless misery some- 
times die in peace : but that doctrine is no part of 
the cause of that peace, it is "a mortal poison^' in the 
cup of their joy — ^their peace arises from their hope 
of 8ah>atl€iiii-—xioi from their fear of damnation. 

But '^Universalism frequently leads to the most 
distressing apprehensions on a death-bed." So says 
Mr. P. From the very nature of the case his state- 
ment cannot be true. Would it give a person <?»- 
tress to believe he should soon come into possession 
of a highly valued treasure ? Universahsts beheve 
the whole race of man shall be purified from sin — 
and made holy and happy by the operation of 
the spirit . and truth of 6od — ^and be received 
to the embrace of unbounded love. We be- 
lieve all nations, families, and kindreds of the earth 
are heirs of that divine promise, which was confirm- 
ed by an oath; "that by two immutable things in^ 



which it was impossible for God to lie, ^we might 
have strong consokUionj who have fled for refuge to 
lay hold upon the h(n}e set before us; which hope we 
have as an anchor oi the soul, both sure and siecui^ 
fast^ and which entereth into that within the 
vaU, whither the forerunner is for us entered, even 
Jesus, made an high priest forever after the order of 
Melchisedec.'' Is it possible that such a faith can 
produce distress in a dying hour ? No, never. It 
is the want of tins faitiii that produces distress. He 
who cries out upQn his death-bed in bitteic lameuta- 
tious "declaring that he is going to hell" is not a be- 
liever in Universalism, if he were, he could not use 
such lan^ase. Mr. P. says "I have attended the 
death-bed oi four avowed Uniyersalists, two of them 
though greatly distressed about their future state, did 
not relinquish their former sentiments, till within a 
short time of their death. One, immediately. on be- 
coming dangerously ill denied that l»e had ever re- 
ally believed the doctrine of universal salvation; and 
the fourth seemed altogether insensible to the sub- 
ject." Now we declare that neilher of Mr. F.% 
"avowed Universalists" was a real Univer^list by 
his own showing. The two first were "greatly dis- 
tressed about their future state" therefore they did not 
believe that they, and all their fellow-creatures would 
be finally happy. The third "denied tliat he had ev- 
er really believed the doctrine of universal salvation." 
A most wonderful Universalist indeed ! What kind 
of a Presbyterian is that man who,never really behev- 
ed in Presbyterianisifi ? It is perfectly disgusting to 
liear a man of common sense, talk of a UniversaUst 
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who never believed in Universalism ! **The fourth 
seemed altogether insensible to the subject" — ^there- 
fore he was not a Universalist : for no one can have 
the boundless love of God shed abroad in his hearty 
and at the same time, be imensible to it. Mr. P.'s 
four cases of avowed Universahsts furnish a fair spe- 
cimen of the foundation of those Utile stories about 
the death-bed conversion of Universahsts, which are 
so industriously fed out to the "hungry souls" who 
relish such food f The believer in eternal punish- 
ment who testifies with his dying breath that his 
speculative views have been right" furnishes just as 
much evidence that his system is correct, as the U- 
luversalist who "testifies with liis dying breath that 
his speculative views have been right, "does to prove 
his system correct. The opinion of either furnishes 
no evidence in the case. 

Mr. P.'s exhortation to avoid Universalism is 
worthless, because unsupported by reason or scrip- 
ture. 

We honestly believe Universalism has the best 
moral tendency of any doctrine ever inc^culated a- 
mongst mankind. If we believed it productive of 
immorality we would abandon it : for we earnestly 
seek to promote the holiness and happiness of man. 
Universahsts believe all mankind have been, are, or 
will be speedily, adequately and certainly punished 
for every sin — and rewarded for every act of virtue. 
We are very confident this faith has a much more 
salutary moral influence, than the supposition, tiiat 
neither virtue nor vice is rewarded in this life— -and 
that while vice exposes men to endless misery — ^that 
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niiaeiy niay be avoided by repentance any time be- 
fore death. The uncertainty of the reward, destroys 
its influence upon the mind : and the delusive expec- 
tation of PRESENT ENJOYMENT, givesforce and pow- 
er to the temptations of wickedness. That sin 
Sroduces mesent happinesSy is the most dangerous 
octrine that can be taught : for all the human race 
ardently desire happiness, and pursue that course 
which they think will make them immediately hap- 
py, running all hazards in relation to what is distant 
and uncertain. No doctrine can have so good 
moral tendency as that which teaches that virtue is 
necessarily productive of present, or immediate hap- 
piness. "Peace, O virtue ! peace is all thy own,'* 

The perusal of Mr. P.'s fourth lecture brings to 
mind a parable, recorded in the 18th chapter of Luke 
from the 9th to the 14th verse inclusive. We shall 
alter the substance of that parable, so as to make it 
apply ^ our subject. 

Two men went into a house of public worship to 
pray : the one a Presbyterian, and the other a iJni- 
v^rsalist. The Presbyterian stood and prayed thus 
with himself, God, I thank thee, that I am not as 
other men; extortioners, unjust, impure; especiaUydo 
I thank thee,that^I am not even as this Universalist. 
I fast often; I pay tithes of all I possess; I give alms; 
I support missionaries; I disfigure my face; I go to 
church several days in a week ; I pray in secret ; I 
pray in my family; I pray in public; I pray a great 
deal; and above all, I believe in the personal exist- 
ence and endless dominion of the Devil ! And the 
Universalist would not lift up so much as his eyes 
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uuto heaven to boast of any thing he had done, but 
smote upon his breast, saying, God be merciful to 
me a sinner; O be merciful to all sinners. "O thou 
that hearest prayer, unto Thee shall all flesh come." 
Which was the most acceptable prayer ? 



" Shall not the judge of all the earth do righty*^ 
Gen, 18. 25. 

Mr. P. says, "since we have proved from sev- 
eral unanswerable arguments, that Grod will punish 
some men eternally ; we may infer with perfect safe- 
ty, shat eternal punishment is strictly and properly 
just." His asseition that his arguments are unan- 
swerabky does not make them so. If he can read 
what we have written in reply to him, and then 
say he thinks his arguments unanswerable, we are 
mistaken in the man. It is true, our arguments may 
not appear to others as they do to us — therefore we 
think it better to leave the decision to be made by 
others, than to make it ourselves. We admit it might 
be safely inferred that eternal punishment is just, if 
it had Men proved " that God will punish some men 
eternally." But we are perfectly satisfied that Mr. 
P's attempt was an entire failure. 

We do not object to the similitude of a supposed 
man of affliction, used by Mr. P. On the contrary 
we think it is necessary, not only to know the truth, 
but to know how it applies to our particular case, 
as far as may be practicable. 

Mr. P. says "it is not our object in this lecture, 
to prove that God is just in the eternal punishment 
of the wicked. We have proved that he will in- 
flict it, and we take it for granted that the judge of 
all the earth will do right." We will here meet as- 
sertion with assertion-— ^d confidently appeal to the 
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arguments we have used on this important question* 
We say Mr. P- has not proved that God will inflict 
endless Dunishment on any portion of mankind. 

Hb fifth lecture is designed to show "the consis- 
tency of eternal punishment with perfect justice." 
He says "If we fail altogether, it is still a fact that 
God will punish the wicked eternally &c." This we 
think, should be altered thus, If we fail altogether, 
it is still a'ihct that Grod will not punish the wicked 
eternally Sec. 

Mr. P. says "if our theory should not be perfect- 
ly satisfactory, yet the threatenings of God -will he 
executed, and the justice of his proceedings will fi- 
nally be made noanifest." This we fully believe. 
We think all the threatenings of God will certainly 
be executed : but he has never threatened endless 
misery to man. 

Again he says "For the same reason,* • • -that we 
rebuke the rashness of those who would reason from 
the justice of God against the punishment which he 
has declared he will inflict fec.^ This is uncandid. 
Universalists would not reason from the justice of 
God against the punishment which he has declared 
be will inflict — ^we do not believe God has ever de- 
dared he will inflict endless punishment. Our op- 
ponents have affirmed, times without number, that 
God has threatened endless punishment ; but they 
have never adduced any proof of that affirmation — 
and we tMnk they never will, because they can nev- 
er find such proof in the bible. 

Mr. P. says "All punishinent is desigrled to sup- 
port the authority of a violated law. " If that be the 
on/jf design of punishment, how does it differ from' 
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^afioHon? We ifaink punishmeot is not only de<- 
signed to support the authority of law, bat auso to 
reclaim the o^der. This latter object ib never o* 
verlooked by any good being who has autiiori<y to 
punish and aHhty to reclami. The only reason 
i;(rhy human laws ever throw away human life^ and 
thus evidently disrefiard the good, or raformatum of 
the offepder» in this Bfe, is, because men do not {x»^ 
sess the power to contit>l the hearty orTedaim the 
ofTender* We seriously <iuesti<»i the rec/i/tdlsof 
those saoguinanr laws» by which tiie Hves of crimin- 
als are rwhlessl^ destroyed — ^laws which have the 
sanction of barbarous ages — but are evijdently not 
required by the dictates of humani^ — ^the tempenal 
welfare and refimnation of the cruninal*— the safeiy 
of commumty«^nor tlie mild go«)ei of Christ. But 
thb is not the time^nor place to oiscuss this questioii 
The evil of nin should '*be so turned upon the trains- 

gressor, that his puniriunent ehall exert a counter m* 
uence against the influence of his crime;" but this 
may be eroctua&ydon^ without eternally eitduding the 
skmer from enjoyment. That *'we have laws enact- 
ed against various crimes, with penalties differing 
from one another^^ shows that common sense tieichr 
ea mankind that there 9te difierent degrees in crim* 
imdi^ — consequently, it is fair to conclude tfaait no 
am b oif ir^nie demerit. 

1 . Mr. P. says ''there are good rei^sons for think- 
ing lihat no other ^penalty to the divine law eouldpn^ 
duce so much holiness and hapjuness in the universe, 
as eternal jgunishmsnt." A most curious position 
indeed ! If istemal punishment would produce more 

l^ojjyQ«9iiid kappiaesi in the uvTsrse, than could be 



derived from any otiief oeiialty iofte diTine law-** 
why shoiiid not 4UI fnankM be jyaniabed eternally^ 
that the fuU benefits of eternal misery ought be re- 
ceived by 9SI Hke creatures of God ? If it be sud, 
the endless misery of some is necessary to the highr 
est happiness of others ; I reply ; that is be^ng the 
question. Where is ^e evidence that Goa cantioi 
make some of his creatures as happy "withont, as with 
the never ceasing miseiy of others ? That evi- 
dence does net exist-r-the supposition is a mere sub- 
terfuge. Mr. P's. position seems to admit that the 
production of the greatest hdiness and happiness in 
the universe, is an object most worthy of the divine 
Being. How strangely the minds of men are blin- 
ded by their prejudices ! Is it not intuitivelv cer- 
tain uiat the greatest degree of holiness and happi- 
ness in the intelligent universe cannot be produced 
without the perfect and endless felidty of evety ra- 
tiomd bmg ? Does it require a laHored argument 
to show that a part is less thim the whole ? It is 
perfectly dear that a punishment designed to effect 
the reformation of shmers— a punishment acepmi^- 
kg that dengn, and admitting of the ultimate recep- 
tion of eternal life by every sinner, would produce 
far more holiness and haj^mess in the universe^ than 
could be produced by eternal punishment. Eternal 
pnnishment would be an eternal diminution of the 
felicity of the mraal universe. Mr- P. says ''there 
is Bometinng in the thood[it of punishment's being fi- 
nai mid retnecS/es^, wh^ gi^^ i^ ^'^P influence 0- 
ver tiie mind than ail other comiderations jwt togeth^ 
er." Hiow does ^s sentqnent accord wiih wluit he 
advanced in a preceifing discourse? I9 his third 
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l^are oui' author i&vSt^ '^ the nvhole foree.of thftdi- 
vine government. • • • • depends upon the visible ce/* 
^aiiity of r.e wards and punishments.'' If the whole 
force of the divine govenunent depends upon the 
certainly of rewards and punisliments — that certain^ 
ty is of more consequence in the human mind, than 
any consideration whatever relative to the duraiimi 
of punishment : consequently he was mistaken in 
his opposing statement* 

What he ^'said^^ in his last lecture has been 2ioti« 
eed. He seems to doubt whether it be possible '4n 
the nature of things, to reclaim one sinner from his 
wanderings unless he had been condemned to end- 
less punishment." How very different was Paul's 
view of the cause of repentance. ^^Despisest thou 
the riches of hi^/goodness. and forbearance and long 
suffering, not knowing that tho GOODNESS of 
God leadetb thee to repentance ? Rom. 2. 4. 

Mr. p. says "if the penalty of the law had been 
that sinners shall be punished until they repent, it 
certainly cannot be shown that one soul would ever 
repent, under the influence of such a penalty." This 
is a mistake. In the case supposed, the penalty of 
the law can7i^t;6rbe inflicted till all sinners shall have 
been brought to repentance ! * 

Mr. P- says, "the same disposition which now 
prevents those who hold to a limited punishment, 
from repenting at the pi'e.sent time, might always 
operate to prevent repentance." I reply, the same 
disposition &c. might not always operate to prev^^t 
repentance : because that disposition m^ be placed 
in different circumstances. Again the same disposi- 
tion which now prevents those who hold to an endless 
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punislmieni, £:om repentbg at the present tioae^ 
mifffat always operate to prevent repentance : so tint 
enSess punishment, for ought that appears, possesses 
no advantages over a limited punishment, to induce 
ineQ to repeat The truth is, the fear of punishment 
never produces genuine repentance. )lie fear of 
punishment may restrain torn overt acts of sin— 4uid 
a punishment that is certain and unavoidaUe, b 
much more efficient for that puipose, than one which 
is endless and may be avoided by repentance. 
That repentance will absolve sinners from the jusl 
punishment of their sins, is the doctrine of hdtd- 
gence, as now taught by a majorify of Protestants : 
but we think it no more favorable upon manldnd 
in its moral influence, than the Catholic doctrine of 
Indulgences. It is the goodness of God and that a^ 
lone, which nroduces true repentance. 

On his 93a. page, Mr. P. tells much about what 
we do not know — ^that is, he makes several sujqpo- 
sitions, among which is the following *'we know not, 
but gratitude for their deliverance, (deUverance of 
those who will be saved from eternal misery,) will 
be made the chief means by which they shall be 
.rendered more secure than were the anj^els that sin- 
ned. Yet it is by no means certain that they 
could be secured unless this gratitude arose from 
a deliverance from eternal punishment, and un- 
less this gratitude were kept aiive by a constant 
example of some who were justly suffering the ven- 
geance of eternal fire.'' As this is all supposition, 
about which he kndws nothing, we will also make a 
supposition — ^it is by no means certain they could 
Tvotvt secured, unless this gratitude aiise from a de« 
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irr^ranco frotn eternal punisiuneiu &c. As Mi. 
p. confessedly kiiew nothing on llus subject, why 
did he make a supposition so horrible ? Could his 
eternal felicity be increased or secured by the endless 
aoronv of his father, mother, wife, children, or 
any other part of the human race ? What shocking 
cruelty there k in the religion of some people ! We 
sincerely hope their hearts revolt at their sentiments. 
Such a supposition is not only dreadful in contem- 
plation, but it would furnish the inhabitants of hell 
with one source of unfailing consolation — that of 
Icnowing that their sufferings contribute to the happi- 
ness of their fellow creatures — a consolation which 
cheers every patriotic and benevolent heart in the 
field of danger and of battle, and in every sacrifice 
made for the welfare of others. Mr. P. says, "we 
Icnow not the comparative magnitude of the prison 
of hell." Wiy then does he attempt to found an 
Tirgument upon ignorance ? If such a j'a*7 must al- 
"ways exist, the smaller it is, the better. Mr. P. is 
<juite modest on this point in comparison with some 
others. Edwards says " the sight of hell torments 
will exalt the happiness of the saints forever. It will 
not only make them more sensible of the greatness 
and freeness of the grace of God in their happiness ; 
but it will really make their happiness the greater ; 
as it will make them more sensible of their happiness; 
it will give them a more lively relish of it ; it will 
make them prize it nibre. When they see others 
)Who were of the same nature and born under the 
«ame circumstances, and they so distinguished, oh ! it 
will make them sensible how happy they are." 
-Wh^t barbarity ! Such sentiments are enough tQ 



chill tlie purple current of life as it rushes wann fron! 
the human heart ! 

Mr. P. says "suppose that our present law a- 
gainst murder required that the murderer should suf- 
fer the loss of his right hand, instead of his life. It 
cannot be shown that the increase in the number of 
sufierers, would not more than make up the amount 
of pumshment which is endured from the crime of 
murder, under the present law ; while the dangers 
and sufiierings of the innocent might be increased a 
thousand fold." To this, I reply ; in the case sup- 
posed, it cannot be shown that the increase in the 
numbers of sufferers would more than mako up the 
amount of punishment &c.; therefore his supposition 
amounts to nothing. We Iiave already shown that a 
limited punishment "saves more suffering, prevents 
more sin, a^d promotes more holiness" than an end- 
less punishment "could possibly do." We are as 
certain of this, as we are that a part is less than the 
whole. 

2. It is not unreasonable to suppose that the guilt of 
sinners deserves eternal punishment, when we con- 
sider fhe nature of sin." So says Mr. P. He says 
"the doctrine of the bible which teaches us that it 
(sin) deserves eternal punishment, does not seem 
unreasonable." Here is a very great mistake. The 
bible does not teach us that sin deserves eternal 
punishment. Tliis vfe think we have already 
shown. 

Mr. P. says "should a child point you to your 
duty you would be bound to follow its direction ; but 
if an elder brother had urged you to the same course, 
yovff obligation wovJd fee increased j if your fether 
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commanded it, your obligation would be still farther 
increased ; but if that same father were clothed with 
the power of the chief Magistrate of the nation, ^ 
shoiSd command it on the authority of the laws, by 
which the good order of the nation is secured, how 
manifestly would your obligation be heightened." 
This rule to deterimne the magnitude of sm is plau- 
sible, but extremely defective. Thourii he has not 
attempted to prove it, it may be expedient to show 
wherein it is defective. How would it apply to an 
idu4 or a mamac ? Not at all. How would it ajj- 
ply to in/anis ? It would not be adapted to their 
circumstances. Why not ? Because they do not 
possess capacity to understand moral laws. Then 
Mr. P. has omitted one important consideration in 
his rule— that is, the capacity of those who become 
transgressors. Sin is necessarily limUed by the 
limited powers of those who commit it. If a child 
should so point any person to his duty, as to make 
him understand it, it is manifest tixat such person 
would be under as strong obligations to perform that 
duty, as thouffh tiie chief Magistrate of the nation had 
communicated the knowledge of it, or had comman- 
ded it. As soon as a moralbeing knows his duty M 
him derive that knowledge from whom he may, he 
is under as strong obligation as he can be, to perform 
it. If the law or authority sinned against be infinite, 
sin cannot be Infinite, because committed hy 2Ljmiie 
being. Man cannot sin agwnst a law which is a- 
bove his capacity. Such a law would virtually he 
no law ; and where there is no law, there is no trans- 
gression. If it be objected, that this reasoning ab- 
solves man from infinite authority. I answ€r,it does 
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tiot: because God can, and does govern man bj laws 
adapted to their conditioQ--<;onsequeiitly tbose laws 
are £mte. '' If one man sin against another, the 
pdge shall judge him ; but if a man sin against tlie 
Lord, who shall intreat for him." If one man sin 
against another, or against the Lord, he violates a 
law derived from the same source; that is, from Grod. 
fiut we think it unreasonable in the extreme,, to sup- 
pose that the violation of any law, within the power 
of maa to violate, should deserve endless punish"* 
ment. 

Mr. p. says "Sin is a rejectoin of God's eter- 
nal favor — God does^offer to sinners his continued 
and everlasting favor--<he sets life and death before 
them, and intreats them to choose Ufe ; but if they 
give up voluntarily eternal life, where is tlie injus» 
tice of leaving them without it ?" Again he says, 
"however great the blessing rejected mav be, if it 
be gratuitously and kindly offered, and is rejected, 
you deserve to lose it.'^ . On what principle does 
the wayward child who rejects some pro&red,paren« 
tal favor,deserve to lose that favor forever? Certainly 
on the principle of retaliation^ and no other. But 
what does Mr. P. mean by rejecting God's eternal 
favor ? Is God so capricious that his &vor depends 
on the conduct of his creatures ? As well might it 
be said that the reception of existence depends on 
the conduct of men before they exist! Reject God's 
eternal favor — ^it is impossible : for if God's favor 
can be rejected, it is not eternal^ in the most unlimi- 
ted sense of the word The favor of God is not 
contingent, butunderived, unchangeable and endless* 
It is the source of every biasing received by every 
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creature. It is a fii»w to sinners to be puiushed as 
they deserve. But, what does Mr. P- mean when 
be says, ^^God does offer to sinners his continued and 
everlasting favor? Does he mean that Grod hypo* 
critically offers his everlasting favor to Calvinistic rep- 
robates, whom he has doomed to an endless heU, by a 
changeless decree recorded in the archives of heav- 
en from the numberless ages of eternity ? Or will 
he deny his Calvinism as man^ do, and say God o^ 
fers his everlasting favor to millions of those whom 
he infallibly knows will eternally reject it — ^whom 
he unfeelingly created with the certain knowledge 
that they would writhe in the Jceenest torture <<ages 
of hopeless end'\^ In either case, we do not pre- 
cisely understand what he means by his supposed 
offers of eternal favor. 

Our author says "another thing, which dearly e- 
vinces the consistency of eternal punishment with 
perfect justice, is the ^ct, that sinners, when they 
are convinced of sin^ ifeel that they deserve eternal 
punishment." 

The fact that sinners feel that they deserve eter- 
nal punishment, clearly evinces the consistency of 
that punishment vrith perfect justice ! Mr. P. seems 
to have placed very great dependence^upon this (act: 
for he says, it clearly evinces Sfc* He did not 
speak with so much confidence on any position assu- 
med in his fifth Lecture. If an argument founded 
on i^JeeUngs and prejudices of mankind be valid ; 
we may {M'ove that the Hindoo Churuku, or hook 
swinging-— -and their still more shocking practice of 
bummg widows on the funeral pile of their decea- 
sed husbands ; clearly evinqes the consistency of 
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those pndicest vniih perfect jystice : for the misera^ 
Ue vieCims of those barbarities, /eef that those prao 
tices are jti8t,nght ^ necessary! All the fooleries — ^all 
the cruelties of superstition, in all ages and all coun* 
tnes may be proTed to be consistent with perfect 
jostice, according io Mr. P's. nx>de of proving the 
condstengr of eternal punishment with perfect jus- 
tice ! We think if our author had taken a seccmd 
thqyght, he would not have laid down a position so 
a^urd. He tiiii^ the feelings and opinions of those 
shmers, who do not believe they deserve eternal 
punishment prove notiung against the justice of 
it: to this^it » replied, then the feelings and opinions 
of those who ihink the burning of widows on the 
funeral pile nnreasonaUe, inhuman and irrehgious, 
prove noifaingagainst the perfect juErtice of that practice! 
Why do 90 many sinners acknowledge they de^ 
«eroe to be. eternally miserable? We think there 
is no mystery in this. "When the people saw that 
Moses drisyed to come down out of the mount, the 
people saikered themselves together unto Aaron, 
and ^d unto him, up^ make us sods, whieh shall go 
before ns ; for as for this Moses, me mantiiat brought 
128 up out of the knd of Egypt, we wot not what is 
become of him. And Aaron said unto them, Break 
off the gdden eap-rings, which are in the ears of your 
wives, of your sons, and of your daughters, and 
biing them unto me. And all the people break ctf 
the gdden ear-rings, which were in their ears, and 
brought them unto Aaron. And he received them 
at their hand," (Aaron acted like a modern clerical 
beggar) **mid fashioned ii with a gramng tool af- 
ter he had made it a molten c#" ^c. When Mo- 
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ses called Aaron to an account for thb wickedneBs, 
his excuse was, "thou knowest the people that they 

are set on mischief • and I said unto them, 

whosoever hath any gold, let them break it offi 
So they gave it me : and then I cast it into the fire, 
and there came out this cal/,^^ What a hyixxsrite 
Aaron was! He meant to deceive Moses by omitting 
to state a most important pfirticular "he fashioned it 
with a graving tool ;" whereas he would fain have 
Moses tnink a golden calf had been miraculously pro- 
duced ! The people were bent on misdnef and he 
was willing to gratify^ them in it ! 

Our clergy very carefully teach children they de- 
serve to be eternally miserable. If this be true, the 
infusiice of God is the only foundation of their hope 
of salvation ! Notliing in all the works, providence, 
or word of God would ever suggest the idea that 
sinners deserve endless wo. But when people have 
been thoroughly trained with traditionary, notions ; 
the preacher will work himself into a phrenzy, and 
his hearers into a consternation, by portraying the 
burning vengeance of an almighty destroyer, and 
"the lively bright horrors" of an endless hell ; where 
misery will be sufficiently keen and lasting to cause 
the veriest savage in the universe to shed tears of 
Wood ! Then, a revival,faunded on the fear of hell, 
commences. Young people, especially females, be- 
come dreadfully frightened. Then the preacher, who 
has conjured up this artificial storm, questions con- 
verts : Is your nature totally depraved ? Yes. Do 
you hate God ? Yes. Does the justice of God 
reauire your endless misery ? Yes Are you willing 
to be damned forever ? Yes. It is all yes. The 



nand is comjJctely captivated. If modern dergy* 
men have not used "a graving tool," they have/osA- 
ianed every one of the nohons in question. To 
cap the climax of absurdity, they sometimes refer 
to the very feelings and opinions which they havft 
produced, to show "the consistency of eternal pun- 
ishment with perfect justice !" 

Mr. P's. similitude of "a man in England accu- 
sed of murder" ^c. is irrelevant ; because he was 
a hypocrite — and was conscious of his guilt while de- 
fending himself: but those sinners who do not think 
they deserve eternal punishment are not ctmscious 
of meriting it. 

Mr. 'P. says "From our subject thus illustrated, 
we may see^why the saints will be satisfied with the 
divine conduct, in the eternal punishment of the 
wicked. They are represented m the scriptures as 
looking upon the sufferings of the lost, ana as prai- 
sing God and shouting Allehiia as thfe smoke of their 
torment ascends up before them forever and ever. 
They rejoice not in the sufferings of the damned, but 
in the justice of Go^" &c. Here again Mr. P. 
has relied solely on tradition to give the impression 
that the subject to which he refers, alludes to eternal 
punishment — ^that the saints look upon the sufferinjgs 
of the finally lost-^that th^ smoke of their torment 
ascending up forever and ever, should betaken in an 
unlimited sense &c. He has adduced no proof of 
thes^ things. He must knoW that the phrase forever 
an^ ever is frequently used in a limited sense in 
scripture. Ther^ are many cbnsiderations which in- 
duce the belief that the punishment of Babylon is ia 
this world, for "th.e merchants of the earth shaB 
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weep & mourn over her" &c. See Revelations- Mr. 
P.. Bays "80 clear may we suppose will be the jus- 
tice of God in the punishment of the wicked, that 
it will be impossible that any should refrain from 
heartily approving of the sentence which dooms 
them to endless punishment." If they heartily ap- 

Srove of that sentence, they not only ou^ht to be 
amned, but will undoubtedly be happier there than 
they could be any where else ! 

Mr* IP's, last paragrstok contains nothing of note,ex-- 
cept the recognition of the grand principfe that the di 
vine government should regard "the greatest good" of 
the universe — and. the idea that the everlasting favor 
^f God, may be given up. Both these particulars 
Jhave been answered. • 

« Shall not the judge of all the earth do right V^ 
We consider this a question in form, but not in fact. 
It appears to be equivalent to a positive declaration 
. that uxe Judge of all the earth will do right. To 
treiat all according to their deserts without any pairtial^- 
ty, would be to do right. " Justice and judgment 
are the habitation of thy throne : merey and truth 
jshall go before thy face-" Ps. 89. 14. Justice re- 
quires that a proper distinction be made between 
tne righteous and the wicked. "Say ye to the right- 
eous that it shall be well with him: for mey 
^hall eat the fruit of their doings. Wo unto the 
wicked ! It shall be ill with him : for the reward 
of his hands shall be given him." Isa. 1, 10, 11. 

Justice will treat all according to their deserts; but 
justice is essentially different from cruelty. God 

Knows the character of all creatures — he has power 

to do justice and is unchangeable. If any, or all of 
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the human race deserve eternal nusery, it is jusi aa 
certain that they will receive it, as it is, that Chd 
tcilldo justice ! If all sinners deserve eternal mii- 
<»y, every hope of salvation must he founded on the 
injustice of God ! Not only is God a heing of jus- 
tice and judgment, but fnercy and truth go before- 
his face. The veracity of God requires that all hit 
threatenings, and all his promises should be strictly 
and faithi'ully fulfilled ; therefore the promises and 
threatenings should not be so construed as to stand in 
direct opposition to each other — lest one, or the oth- 
er be violated. The justice and mercy, and all other 
attributes of God harmoniously seek, and will pro- 
duce the greatest good of the whole universe. 
Mercy does not oppose a just punishment, and jus- 
tice does not prevent the reception of divine mer<y. 
*' Mercy and truth are met together, righteous- 
ness aiid/peace have kissed each other.'' ^'Alleluia; 
salvation, and glory, and honor, and power unto th& 
Lord oyaffioV* 



^^Frove all things : hold fast that which is good.^^ 

Thess.d. 2i. 

Free and candid investigation is undoubtedly, 
encouraged and required, by the bible. That pre- 
cious book clearly exhibits the moral character of 
man. In the language of Mr. P. '^It places the 
whole race upon one level • • • • it shows that no 
roan has a right to dictate another's belief- • • • 
that every individual is solemnly bound to inves- 
tigate and understand the truth for himself," The 
bible "gives no countenance to thoughtlessness 
by making religious doctrines a matter of indiffer- 
ence." The Bible not only represents Ihe Sav- 
iour as the light of the world, but as possessing 
ample power to accomplish that 9iissiodfef divine 
and infinite mercy, which he came into the world 
to establish. *'The Son of man is come to seek 
and to save that which was lost." Jesus said "All 
power is given unto me in heaven and in earth." 
All mankind were lost, Jesus came to seek and 
6ave them. There can be no failure in the ac- 
complishment of that most benevolent object.— 
The more thoroughly we search and understand 
the scriptures, the more lovely does the divine 
character appear, as manifested through him who 
is "the brightness of the Fathet's glory and the 
express image of his person." The more clear! v 



we understand the divine character and putpos- 
es, the more perfectly are we at peace with God, 
ourselves, and all mankind. 

TThile we are reauired ioprove'M things re- 
lating to our spiritual interests, we are oommand- 
ed to hold fast that which is good. Whatever is 
not really good is to be rejected. What good to 
the intelligent universe can result from endless 
misery ? Will it he good to those who suffer it? 
O, no : it will be to them the worst of all possible 
evils. Will it do the Divine Being any good to 
behold the^feeble creatures of his own power in 
hopeless sorrow ? Certainly not : for God is per- 
fectly happy in himself— he is independent of all 
creatures. Will it do any good to those who are 
saved, to know that vast multitudes of their fel- 
low-creatures, whom they are bound to love as 
they love themselves, are eternally excluded from 
the divine mercy ,and subjected to the keenest tor- 
ture ? No. The doctrine of endless misery is 
notgood-r-it is an eternal evil — it is an eternal 
diminution of the happiness of the intelligent uni- 
yerse — therefore we should not hold it fast. 

In our first sermon, ^e took notice of Mr. P.^s 
direct arguments in favor of Endless misery. 

1. Concerning the promises of the gospel, we 
admitted; 

That they embraced perfect holiness and e- 
temal happiness. There was no need of any dis- 
cussion on this point. 

3. We proved that if we confine the prom- 
ises of God to a certain class — that is, the right- 
eous, none can be eternally excluded from the 
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kea^fits tfihos^ promises; for tlie time will come 
wbeo all shali be holy. W^ also proved that Mr. 
P. had mistaken the nature of the promises : for 
all families, all uatioos, and all kindreds of the 
earth are uacouditioually promised justificatioQ 
through faith in Christ — t'lat no law can prevent 
the fulfilment of'the promises, for they were con- 
firmed by the immutable oath of God. 

3. We stated that Mr. P.'s passages, which be 
stud contrasted the future state of the righteous 
and the wicked, did not apply to a future state, 
but receive their fulfilment in this life — and Mr. 
p. did not attempt to prove the corredlnessof bis 
application of those passages. We also proved 
that the passage, on which he chiefiy relied for 
his future contrast, received its accompUshmeut 
in this world. 

4. We proved that neither of the texts, which 
Mr. P. had quoted to show that men are in dan-* 
gerof an endless, or eternal punishment, amounts 
to any, proof of such danger — that the words sig- 
nifying duration, and applied to punishment, are 
frequently used in a limited sense in scripture ; 
that the destruction of soul and body in Gehentui 
or hell, does not refer to misery beyond the grave, 
and we have reason to believe God is abie to do 
many things which he never will do. 

6. We examined the class of texts adduced by 
Mr. P. te show that the punishment of some men 
is remediless — th^t they never shall have for- 
giveness &c. and proved that neither of those texts 
furnishes the least evidence of the truth of the 
posicioui to which he applied them-^that while 
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some ot those texts probibtt fargiyeness for ti cer' 
tain period, or under certain cir^^anntances^ Ihejr 
do not prevent the reception of divine grace and 
forgiveness throughout eternity. • 

Our next sermon was devoted to the ezamina«^ 
tion of Mr. P.'g pretended refutation of Univer- 
salist arguments. We showed that the justice ot 
God torms the basis of an important argument in 
favOT of Univefsalism, because God is not only 
just in himself, but seeks to render all his crea- 
tures just, and his designs must be effected — that 
Jesus came to fulfil the moral law in every jot 
and tittle, which cannot be done, till every nn 
tional being shall love God with all his heart and 
his fellow creatures as himself. 

In reply to Mr. P.'s position that Justice re- 
quires something more than a mere discipline 
intended for the good of the offender, wr proved 
that infinite evil caimpt exist, in the universe 
^vithout impeaching the divine Being — that infi- 
nite goodness always makes use of the best possi- 
ble means to make all creatures happy — that if 
there can be no curse unless it be endless, Mr. 
P. and all other sinners are in a condition entire- 
ly hopeless. 

2. We proved that while sinners may demand 
a deliverance from suffering after they have suf- 
fered all that justice requires; yet they could not 
demand salvation on the ground of law : because 
their sufferings might be terminated by aimhila^ 
tion. Every sinner, therefore, is entirely depen- 
dent on the free grace of God for salvation and 
eternal life, thou^^ he must suffer all the punish- 
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men! justice requires — ^because the Judge of all 
the earth will do right. 

4. We showed that the justice and mercy of 
God harmonize — that justice must be violated, 
or forgiveness is not incompatible with a just pun- 
ishment. 

5. We showed that Christ does not deliver 
men from the curse of the law in such manner as 
to exonerate them from the just punishment of 
their sins — ^but that he delivers them from the 
curse of the law by delivering them from sin it- 
self, and Universalists are misrepresented when 
it is said, we believe Christ delivers sinners <^from 
the means of repentance." 

2. We examined Mr. P.'s considerations des- 
igned to show that justice is not satisfied with a 
mere discipline, intended for the good oi the suf- 
ferers. We showed that all the punishments of 
sinners must be compatible Vith the exercise of 
parental kindness, or, Grod is a malignant and re- 
vengeful being — that to treat one sinner on a dif- 
ferent principle from that, on which, other sin- 
ners are treated, would be partiality^ that what 
the law saith to one sinner, it says to all sinners, 
that parents never cast olS* a child finally, unless 
deficient in power to govern or reclaim it — that 
God is not deficient in power, will or means 
for the salvation of every sinner. 

1. It was shown that it is mere assumption, a 
begging of the question indeed, to say sinners de- 
serve eternal punishment; for no evidence of that 
position has been produced — that if some sinners 
who deserve endless misery be forgiven, and oth- 
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ttn acft forgiveB, they would sot be treated a- 
like. 

2. Iq reply to Mr. P.'s arguments on tbe poai- 
tion that life is too short for a man to contract guilt 
enougb to deserve eternal punishment, it was re- 
plied that the shortness of human life; unconnect- 
I'd with any other consideration, is not an argu- 
ment relied on by Universalists, to show that 
sinners do not deserve eternal punishment-— that 
man does not possess the capacity to commit a sin 
which deserves eternal punishment, whether he 
be a longer or shorter period of time in commit- 
ting it. 

3. In reply to Mr. P's. arguments on the posi- 
tion, the creature is finite and therefore cannot 
deserve an endless punishment — ^it was proved 
that no being in the universe can commit an in- 
finite sin — ^that it would be cruel and unjust for 
Grod to give an endlessly cursed existence to any 
creature, and he always knew the final destiny 
of all creatures. 

4. To the position, that because sinners live 
several years in this world without being reclaim- 
ed— -without any impeachment of the divine jus- 
tice — there is 'no injustice in leaving them in 
sin and misery to all eternity;' we replied, this is 
arguing in a circle. By this rule, if a man can 
live without food six hours, he can thus live one 
hundred years ! We also proved that God pun- 
ishes his creatures for their good, and for no oth- 
er purpose. Punishment must therefore be lim- 
ited, that they may receive the good designed f<Mr 
th^m. 



us 

6. In reply to Mr. P.'s feeble attempt to refute 
the arguments of Uuiversalists drawn from the uni- 
versal goodness of God, we showed that if the 
justice of God is consistent with his goodness, 
then justice never required the endless misery of 
those who are to be saved. If the goodness of 
Ood would exclude all real suffering from the u- 
niverse, on the same principle that it excludes 
eadless suffering; then the goodness which for- 
bids us to kill a man by lingeriog torture, would 
forbid us from giving him painenotigh ta ampu- 
tate a limb, to save his life ! We also proved that 
the greatest good ot the universe requires the 
greatest good of each incHmdual of the universe, 
therefore according to Mr. P. the argument Uni- 
versalists draw from the universal goodness of 
God ^^amounts to something." We also show^ed 
that every good parent will subject his children to 
any suffering, which he is certain will be benefi- 
cial to them — that there is a wide difference be- 
tween any temppra I snffering — and never-ending 
misery. The former does not, and the latter does 
exclude its subjects from all possible goad. If 
the goodness of God is universal, unchangeable 
and eternal, all beings will always share in it. 

3. In reply to Mr. P.'s arguments relative to 
the universality of the atonement, we showed that 
atonement is recancihcaUm^ and as he admits it to 
be wdversalf all will of course be reconciled to 
God. ^<God was in Christ reconciling the 
WORLD unto himself." No created power can 
prevent it. We also showed that faitn does not 
alter the trttth; consequently if God has not given 
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eternal life in Christ to every human being, theie 
is no truth on the subject, for some to believe, 
except that they will be damned ! 

4. In reply to Mr. P.'s ar|[uments concerning 
the direct testimony, which Universalists bring 
from the scriptures, we have shown that if the 
words,expressive of duration, which the scriptures, 
apply to the piuushm&nt of the wicked, prove that 
punishment to le endless — then the same words 
having been applied to the Mosaic Dispensation, 
with equal force, prove the endless duration of 
that Dispensation, consequently Christianity is an 
imposition ! We also think we' fully proved that 
Mr. P. has not weakened any one of the passa- 
ges, which he noticed as direct testimony in &- 
vor of UniveEsalism; but notwithstanding all he 
has said, those passages still remain, furnishing 
clear and positive testimony in favor of universal 
salvation. 

In reply to Mr. P.'s third lecture which con- 
tained an argument drawn from the providences 
of God, and designed to confirm the doctrine of 
endless misery, it was sliown that God takea ven- 
geance on sinners, not merely to retaliate on them 
but for their ultimate good — ^that there are direct 
intimations of mercy in some of the most dread- 
ful judgments of God upon sinners — that argu- 
ments drawn from analogy are uncertain— that if 
strict justice be not done to individuals in this 
life, and a principle of action which is at one time 
eonsistent with God is eternally consistent, then 
strict justice never will be rendered to individu- 
als and the divine government will be eternaHy 
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ineomplete! — that Mr. Thpreimses, as well as his 
analogical reasoniDg;, were wrong; for God is now 
acting upon a principle whidi exhibits an intention 
to punish all sinners justly, and to show mercy to all 
mankind, and as Grod is unchangeable, the argument 
from analogy favors the doctrine of universal holiness 
and happiness, and pleads for the eternal expression 
of boundless goodness, and Unbending justice. 

In our reply to Mr. P's. Jowlh lecture, which 
was designed to show that Universalism does not 
produce a religious life ; while the system opposed 
to it does produce genuine, practical piety ; we en- 
deavored to show vodi Universalism does' lead many 
persons publicly to profess religion — to lead a truly 
prayerful and virtuous life — to make active exertions 
to send the gospel to the destitute — that it often re- 
claims men from a life of sin — that it never did and 
never can occasion distressing apprehensions on a 
death-bed ; for it is want of faith m it, that produ- 
ces distress. In all these particulars, we showed 
Mr. P's. mistake, and that Universalism possesses, 
in every respect the most salutary moral influence 
upon mankind — ^and consequently possesses the high- 
est claims to be considered the truth of God. 

In reply to Mr. P's. fifth lecture, it was shown 
that a limited punishment, designed to reclaim sin- 
ners, and succeeded by hoUness, would necessarily 
produce more happiness in the universe than could be 
produce:' by the endless punishment of a part of the 
human race — consequently that a /tmi/e<^ nunishment 
is most compatible with the greatest good of the uni- 
verse, and with the infinite goodness and glory of 
God. It was also shown that it was unreasonable 
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to suppose sinners deserve eternal punishment when 
we consider that every power and faculty which 
man possesses is finite or limited, and though sin is 
exceedingly sinful, it is not infinite. It was also 
shown that the only reason why sinners confess that 
they deserve eternal punishment,is because they are 
first carefully taught that they must feel and acknowl- 
edge that the justice of Goa dooms them to eternal 
wo — and perhaps admit that Ihej are wilHng to be 
damned, in order that they may be saved! For a 
person to say he is willing to be damned forever, is 
no more, nor less than to say, I love €rod so perfect* 
ly that I am tcilUng to hate him eternally ! 
• In this course of sermons, we have endeavored, 
not only to refute Mr, P. but also to show that 
Universalism is established upon an immoveable ba- 
sis. How far we have succeeded, others must de- 
termine. 

. Mr. P's. highly colored supposition concerning 
one of the "superior planets" — its inhabitants, laws 
&c. is inapplicable to the condition of human beings. 
Adiniiting what he supposes, his conclusion would 
be cdrrect. But the facts in relation to man are 
widely -different from his supposition. Mr. P. hap- 
pens to think, 

«*None ever felt the halter draw. 
With good opinion of the law. " 

If endless misery may be compared to a " halter,'^ 
it will "draw" as closely around Mr., P. as any oth- 
er sinner. If he can make . his escape from his 
own principles, we think others need not despair- - 
"We liye in a province of Jehovah's empire." 
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In the statate book wluch ho has given us, he \m 
anoonditionaUy, promised spiritual blessings in Christ 
to all nations, families, and kindreds of the earthy 
and we believe he will fulfil those promises. Ood 
has given us no contrast between those who shall be 
eternally hap^ and those who shall be eternally 
miserable. Therd is no intimation of losing the soul 
m such manner that it cannot be found. All the 
punishments threatenei for sin are without remedy-* 
that is — ^they are certain to be inflicted— but '*God 
wiU not cast off forever." ^ M^ see God acting up- 
on the principle of imparHalma&x in making every 
one as miserable as he is sinful — ^we see him acting 
upon the ptinciple of w^arikU goodness in extenf 
in^ his tenaer mercies over all his works — and we 
thmk his mercy enduretii forever—* and he will e» 
ternally be both just and merdfiil ^^without partiaH'- 
ty,^ The moral influence of the doctrine of eter* 
nal misery b written in living characters in the blood 
of millions of tihe human race, who have Men vic- 
tims to the relendess cruelfy of its hardened advo« 
cates and believers.— ^it is seen in many a wo-wom 
countenance, where the smile o^ joy has alfeady 
been succeeded by cheerless n^Iancholly and the 
gloom of settled despair — it is felt in the bosom of 
society, where the ^<milk of human kindness" has 
been dried up, social intercourse prohibited, and the 
principles of oenevolence shamelessly violated. It 
IS a ^bctrine which bas no foundation in the word of 
God, and no claim to the confidence of man. 

We inform Mr. P. tiiat there can be no dispute 
whether his ^'Lectures were designed to sustain the 
doctrine of eternal punishment," or not. No one 



who reads those Lectures can find reasoA to ^odA* 
He sajs, <*and yet I fancy &at no cajidid and m» 
tionai mind can look at the connexion and a^reemenl 
^ the trutbs that appear in tb^ biUe, and m Provi- 
dencey and feel any more doubt that God has inteiw 
ded by these truths to teaeh the doctrine of eterml 
punishment, than that I have intended by these Lee* 
tures to maintain the same sentiment." What an 
astonishing "fancy /" It must be Uiat his head was 
a little giady. Giddiness is often the result of haidt 
mental laboT' 

If it, (eternal noosery) "is one of timse great ctr** 
dinal truths, of whidi it seems as if the wkde s»^ 
cred volume was written to defiend it"-«-liow docs it 
bippen dtat Mr. P. could not £nd evcsi one fu^ 
sage to support it ? He says, Christ '^taught ihft 
doctrine or eternal punishment with treqneoqr and 
with amazing earnestness." If so, why cannot h$ 
refer us to a single passage of scripture, iriiti» 
Christ mentions that dodrine ? He says "there is 
scarcely any doctrine wluch so disorages a husB 
class of heareis.". Tme. Eveir ^ing good in & 
human mind aad heart revolts, mstinctively rerdts 
at it. Probably a majority of those who hesff and 
support that doctrine disregard it. That many do 
disregard it, is certain ; fi>r thrjr can sbep TeiT 
oomfortabl^ when it is eaiergeticaUy prodaimed ! U 
eteriMd nuseiy were prcmd true it ou|^t to he 
Breached. It gave ancient Jomdi much pean to de^ 
fiver his message of dei^ruction to Ninev^ ; but^ 
when he found Uod disposed to show mercy, he was* 
<< very angry !" Some of those who now so Ptkto* 
<<mf4^pre»di eternal misery, seem to be^Mfy tn"^ 



ia4 

when the doctrine of Universal grace is advocated- 
they cannot bear the thought that sirmers will be sa- 
ved ! If their hearts opf)ose their sentiments, they 
are objects of commiseration, if they really think it 
their duty to preach it. If eternal misery be congenial 
to their feelings : their hearts and doctnne are identi- 
fied with cruelty itself. 

Our author says "would you like to see the whole 
community freed from the fear of God, and of eter- 
nal punishment ?*' We answer. We should like 
to see the whole community freed from the fear of e- 
temal punishment : but we should not like to see 
any freed from the fear of God : because the filial 
fear of Qod is the beginning of wisdom. "The in- 
structions of the scriptures," on all subjects, "ought 
to be regarded with deep and solemn interest." 
But a polemical writer should be very careful to es- 
tablish his doctrine clearly, and as far as possible, in- 
disputably, before he undertakes to found an esdior- 
tation upon his sentiments. It is generally much 
easier to assume the truth of opinions, and then €X- 
hort with as much confidence as though the premises 
had been proved ; than it is to establish truth by ev- 
idence slnd argument. 

Mr. P. says, "in view of the truth maintained in 
these Lectures, we see that many of you are in ac- 
tual danger of eternal punishment." If what he 
maintained, or endeavored to maintain in his lectures 
"wert truth; there would be not only danger, but a 
certainty that many of our race will be eternally 
miserable. But we really think we have fairly refu- 
ted Mr. P. and we are certain the hearts of all 
holy beings are in our cause. "Actual danger of e- 
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tetMtl fmahim^ot.^ It iMritagm htttf^AjOmenim 
danger HbaX one of the dtd yrSi be etenuJly kiU» 
andno poaMiMtffii Qyt naivwAon of one reiirobiifte. 
Bnery leprobetiwiD e«iiaMy he etenuiDy damned. 
IfAnniTManimn betrae^God ctttaml^ fa|M0t* who w3l 
be saved; thefe k no danger of the final damaatioa 
of one, who^God nomAre\y ibieti),wociid be niTed^** 
and no posaunmy of the ealvatioB of one, who, GWL 
knew, wobU be ctemaUy niflerable : because the 
knowledge of CM is in^lttMs. Ifr. P. worid 
ther^bre be mere coneiBtent to speak of the eerfofn^ 
ly, rather thaa the danger of eternal ponahmenU^ 
soul that too, whe&er he may choose to be a CalTin- 
ist CMT an Annmian. 

^^He that faelierreth not n condemned dready,'' 
bat not in such manner sm to prevent hk aalvition/or 
^<6ed who is rich b merpy,mr his great ioTe whm* 
with he lored m, even vaken foe were dead in am9f 
hath quickened us together with Chriff ]^. 2. 
4. 5. 

Speakmff of the divine law, Mr. P. tayv Oed 
<<wifl not &iimBh in the least ite eternal aad ifie» 
mendouB penalty." ' lUs is not only asseilion, b«t 
it is he^gmQ the question; he has net pMyved that 
thedivme hw has an eternal peiaUjr* Again he 
says, '<For you tere are but two possible oondi^ 
tions. You must return to the bosom ofyoisr llSod^ea 
the ground of a gracious nardon,or you must sinkbnder 
the unmitigated curse of that law which eays nothing 
except «<1he soul that mneth it shsU dk> If the 
soul thatsinneCh ahaU &, there is no <:ondition in 
the case J aad when Mr. P. pwmlsesa ^*[p«qow 
rai^n^ from the deaft due to •!», he not en^ ^^ 

t 2 
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it upon lus own authority, but in direct opposition 
to Kevelation, which sajs '4he soul that sinneth it 
shaH die." Mr. P. says 'Hhe language of the Sav- 
iour to you is, agree with thine adversary quickly" 
fro. Would, he represent Crod to be the oaversaTy 
of man ? Jesus always represented God to be the 
father and friend of man. Christ asserted that Grod 
loved the world, and that he loved even his enemies. 
If Mr. P- will look again at the passs^e he quo- 
ted fiom Math, chapt. 5. he may perceive that the 
adversary there^mentiotied, was not God, but a fd- 
low creattire, see from the 23d. to the 26th verse. 

Mr. p. says, "I have sometimes wished my 
fiiends, that I could present to you the images of 
woe that are found ''where hell and horror reigns." 

if you could see the look of undying agony ; the 
despairing wretched aspect ; impatient blaspheming 
spirit ; if you could dwell upon his company and his 
employment ; if you could see the quenchless iires, 
ana the deathless worm — if you could comprehend 
the amount of accumulating, and unending misery 
and see all the eternal horrors that hang around the 
second death, it might produce the most salutary ef- 
fect. But no, I am mistaken, for I remember that 
there was one, who rose up from the bed of fire, in 
whidi he was weltering, and seeing Abraham afar 
off" &c. If men are victims of Mr. P's. "hell 
and horror," it is not easy to perceive that any ad- 
vantage would result from the knowledge of it. If 
it be said the^ ought to know, in order to avoid it; 

1 answer, if it can be avoided, it is not a truth. If 
aay are really to be eternally miserable in a future 
^» it woMM certainly be benevoIeAt to keep them 



127 

in ignorance of it, while in this life, that they may 
receive what little enjoyment this world aflfords ; and 
not become the subjects of despair before the proper 
time. The scriptures do not represent the second 
death to be hung round, nor attended with "eterhal 
horrors." On the contrary, we are informed that 
death of every description shall be dealroyed. O- 
mitting the words supphed by the tran^tors, in the 
26th verse of the l6th chapter of first Cor. it reads 
thus, "the last enemy shall be destroyed, death," or 
death the last enemif shall be destroyed. When the 
last enemy of human happiness shall have been des- 
troyed, the Saviour's triumph will be complete. The 
^'second death," mentionea only in the book of Rev- 
elation j probably signifies apostacy, and may be suf- 
fered in this life. The first death is in sin — ^the sec- 
ond death is doubtless of a similar nature. When 
men believe and obey the gospel, they spiritually 
live. If they again fall into sin, they become mor- 
ally dead a second time. 

The narrative, concerning the rich man and Laza- 
rus, to which Mr. P. has referred must be either 
literal or parabolic. If literal,, it contains many ab- 
surdities. If parabolic, whatever may ^ its true 
meaning, it is unreasonable to construe a part of it 
literally to favor certain doctrines, while other parts 
of the same account are construed figuratively. The 
original word rendered hell in this parable, is not 
Gehenna (which was fully explained in our first ser- 
mon,) but Hades. In his 6th. Preliminary Dis- 
sertation, Dr. Campbell says, "As to the word 
Hades ^ which occurs in elevep places in the New 
Testament, and is rendered, hell^ in all, except 
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one where it is translated jvooe, it is quite coaunoti 
in classical authors, and frequently used by the Sev* 

enty in the translation of the Old Testament 

In the Old Testament^ the corresponding word 19 
Sckeolj which signifies the state of the dead in gen- 
eral, without re^d to the goodness or badness o( 
the persons, their happineti or ndien/.^^ Dr. 
Whiiby says^ <' That Scheol, throu^ut the Old 
Testament, and Hades in the Septuag^int, answer'* 
ing to it, siffni^ not the {dace of punuhmeht, or of 
the souls of Dad men only, but the grave only, or 
the place of death, a[^ars. 1st From the loot of it 
Shoal, which signifies to ask, orave and require, be- 
cause it craves for all men, ProT. 30. 16. and will 
let no man escape its hands, Ps* 89. 48. It is that 
Scheol or Hades whither we are all ^ng Eod. 9« 
10. 2. Because it is the place to which me good as 
well as the bad go, for they whose souls go upwards, 
descend into it. Thither went Jacob, Gen. 37. 35. 
There Job desired to be, chapt. 14. 13. for he 
knew that Scheol was his house, chapt. 17. 13. 
And to descend to the dust was to descend into Hades* 
Is not death common to all men ? Is not Hades 
the house ^of all men ? Hezekiah expected to be 
there after he went hence, for he said, ^'1 shall go 
to the gates of Hades Isa. 38. 30. That is, saith 
Jerom. to the gates of which the Psalmist speaks, 
saving, ''thou wilt lift me up from the gates of death. 
The ancient Greeks assigned one Hades to ali that 
died, and therefore say, Hades receives aJl mortal 
men together, all men shall go to Hades. 3. Had 
the penman of the Okl Testament meant by Hades f 
any receptacle of sovOs, th^ could not truly hove 
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declared there was no wisdom or knowledge in 
Scheol Eccl. 9. 10. No remembrance of GWl 
there, Ps. 6. 5<. ^o praising of him in Scheol 
Isa. 38. 18. For those heathens who looked upon 
it as the receptacle of souls, held it to be a place in 
which they would be punished or rewarded." Scheol 
or Hades is never used in scripture to signify a 
place of punishment or misery after death. This 
Mr. P. knows, or ought to know. The rich mzA 
is not charged with any vice — ^Lazsurus is not said 
to have been a mrttums man. It is extremely ab- 
surd to give the narrative a Uteral construction. The 
parslble probably relates to the rejection of the Jews, 
(represented by the rich man) from the privileges 
of the gospel : and the i^eception of the Gentiles 
(represented by Lazarus) into the covenant of spir- 
itual life. But whatever may be its true mean- 
ing, we have shown it cannot mean that Hades or 
hell, (in which Abraham, Lazarus and the rich man 
are all represented to be,) means a state of suffering 
after death. Such a construction is totally inadmis- 
sible. 

Mr. P. says, "God feels an infinitely deeper 
compassion for impenitent sinners, than we do. He 
has done all he can, in providing motives. Here is 
the pure and perfect law. There lies its sentence of 
eternal punishment." Where } We have long been 
carefully looking in vain foFthat evidence. "If God 
has done all he can^^ to save sinners, and yet does 
not succeed ; he is deficient, not in goodness, but in 
power to accomplish his. own will. The scriptures 
represent God as working *all things after the coun- 
pel of his own will' . 



Mr. p. closes his last discourse with these words 
<<He that believeth, shall be saved : bat he that 
believetb not» shall be damned.'' By lookmgat St. 
Mark's gospel we find the following words immedi- 
ately after his quotation, ^^And these signs shall fol- 
low them that believe ; in my name shall they cast 
out devils : they shall speak with new tongues ; 
they shall take up serpents : and if they drink any 
deadly thing it shall not . hurt them ; they shall lay 
hands on the sick, and they shall recover. Does 
Mr P. possess these iigtu ? If not, and if dan^ 
nation means eternal misery, he must mevitaUy be- 
come the subject of the same dreadful misery which 
he has preached to others ! Does the passage mean 
^'he that believeth not .shall be damned in a future 
life and ta all eternity ? If so, Mr. P. is damned 
again on his own principles ; for he has been an un- 
believer! Belief IS salvation and unbeUef is dam* 
nation. The signs ^loubtless related to the Apostohc 
age, therefore the passage ouffht never to be quoted 
to prove the eternal misery of those who do not be* 
Heve in the sense of the passage. 

<<The Lord is good to all ; and his tender merdes 
are over all his works," Ps. 145, 9. *^God sent 
not his Son into the world to condemn the world; 
but that the world through him might be saved. J<^ 
3, 17. '' Grod will have all men to be saved and 
to come unto the knowledge of the truth.^' 1. 
Tim. 2. 4. <' All that the Father giveth me shall 
come to me : and him that cometh to me I will in no 
wise cast out ; for I came down from heaven not to 
do mine own will, but the will of him that sent me." 
John 6. 37. 38. "The Lord will not cast off for- 



ever ; but though he cause grief, vet will he have 
compassion according to the multitude of his mercies; 
for be doth not afflict willingly, nor grieve the chil- 
dren of men." Lam. 3, 31—33. Look unto me 
and be ye saved, all ye ends of the earth ; for I am 
God and there is none else. I have sworn by my« 
selfy the word is gone out oi my mouth in right«- 
ousness, and shall not return, that unto me every 
knee shall how, every tonguQ shall swear, surely 
shall say 4u the Lord have I righteousness & strength." 
Isa. 45. 22. 25. ^'Having made peace through the 
blood of his cross, by him to reconcile all things to 
himseli; by him I say whether they he things in earth, 
or things in heaven." CJol. 1, 20. "For as the rain 
cometh down, and the snow from heaven, and re. 
turneth not thither, but watereth the earth and ma- 
keth it bring forth and bud, that it may give 
seed to the sower and bread to the eater ; so snail 
my word be that goeth forth out of mv mouth : it 
shall not return unto me void, but it shall accom- 
plish that which I please, and it shall prosper in the 
thing whereto I sent it." Isa. 5#, 10, 11. "For 
there is one God, and one mediator between God 
and men, the man Christ Jesus ; who gave him- 
self a ransom for all to be testified in due time." 1. 
Tim- 2. 5, 6. "And the ransomed of the Lord 
shall return and come to Zion with songs and ever- 
lasting joy upon their heads : they shall obtain joy 
and ^adness, and sorrow and sighing shall flee a- 
way" Isa. 35. 10. "In this mountain shall the 
Lord of hosts* mi^e unto all people a feast of fat 
things, a feast of wines on the lees, of fat things 
full of marrow, of wines on the lees well refined. 
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and he will destroy in this mountain the face of the 
covering cast over all people, and the vail that is 
spread over all nations. He will swallow up death 
in victory ; and the Lord God will wipe away tears 
from off all faces ; and the rebuke of his people shall 
he take away from of! all the earth : for the Lord 
hath spoken it." Isa. 25, 6—9. "We shall not 
all sleep, but we shall all be changed ••••••• •the 

dead shall be raised incorruptible so when 

this corruptible shall have put on incorruption ; and 
this mortal shall have put an immortality , then 
shall be brought to pass the saying that is written. 
Death is swallowed up in victory. O death, where 
is thy sting ? O grave, where is thy victory .? 1 . 
Cor, 15, 51. 56. "And every creature which is 
in heaven, and on the earth, and under the earth, 
and such as are in the sea, and all that are in 
thenij heard I saying, blessing, and honor, and glo- 
TVy and power, be unto him that sitteth upon the 
throne, and unto the*lamb forever and ever.'* 
Rev. 5, 13, "And I heard a great voice out of 
heaven, saying*- behold the tabernacle of God is 
with men, and he will dwell with them, and they 
shall be his people, and God himself shall be with them 
and be their God. And God shall wipe away all 
tears from their eyes ; and there shall be no more 
deaths neither sorrow, nor crying, neither shall there 
be any more pain ; for the former things are passed 
away. And he that sat upon the throne said, be- 
hold I make all things new," Rev. 21, 3 — 6. 

When the above and many • similar passages of 
scripture shall have received their fulfilipent ; sin, 
misery and death will be banished from the moral 
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creation^ — tlie gracious purposes of Qod be aCQOlft* 
plished — the blessed Reaeeiner ^'see of the travail 
of his soul and be satisfied" — holiness universally 
abound — ^happiness eternally prevail — the last seiner 
be reclaimed—- love to God and man diteU on every 
tongue — ^all hearts glow with gratitude to the giver 
of all goodr—^nd aU voices be lifted in praise of *the 
Lamb of God that taketh away the sin of the 
world,' 

''Whose own soft hand shall wipe the tears. 

From every weeping eye ; 
And pains, and groans, and griefs, and fears. 

And death itself shall die." 

Then shall the whole system of nature be prepred 
for the everlasting worship of God. Then shall Uie 
vast temple of the universe be lighted with the 
smile of the purest devotional joy — and the countess 
millions of suns, moons, planets, worlds and systems, 
all teeming with life anH happinesR ; which move in 
ceaseless harmony through the regiuuH of infinite 
space, shall be decorated with the noon-tide splen- 
dors of Jehovah's all-purifying, almighty love — that 
love which is uncreated and unconquerable, unbounr 
ded and endless! 

"Praise ye the Lord from the heavens; praise 
him in the heights. Praise ye him all his angels: 
praise ye him all his hosts. Praise ye him sun and 
moon ; praise him, all ye stars of hght, praise him 
ye heavens of heavens, and ye waters that be above 
the heavens. Let them praise the name of the 
Lord, for he commanded, and they were created. 
He hath also established them forever and ever 7 he 

M 
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Vib Oftde t d6bi«e wbtdi 8fa8ttii0t jmii. Fiuse 
Ae Lcvd from tiie eartiiy ye dyagmit, ind all deepi ; 
lk« and httl ; Motr and vapoiir ; stormy wind Tul- 
fi&ing htt word; mountains, ftad all hma; froitfel 
trees, and all cedan ; beasts and aii catde : crsefr* 
ing things and fiyinf fowl r kiim of the earth, 
aiM all people; princes, and all jadgee of the 
eairtb : both joung^ men an masdeiis ; dd meiv and 
children. Let them praise the name of the Lord : 
for his name alone is excellent ; his glory is above 
the earth and heaven. Praise God in his sanctuary: 

E raise him in the firmament of his power. Praise 
im for his nughty acts : praise him according to his 
excellent greatness. Let every thing that hath 
breatli praise the Lord. Praise ye the Lord.'' 

*'0h thou eternal One ! whose presence bright, 

AH space doth occupy — all motion gnide ; 
Unchanged through tiine'b all-devastating flight 

ThoQ only Gndl there is no Qod besm. 
Beite Above all beings r siighty tntt ! 

Whom none can comprehend and none explore; 
Who fill'st existence with thyself alone ; 

Embracing all— supporting— ruling o'ei>— 
Being whom we call God— and know no more I * 

A' million torches lighted by thy hand, 

Wandsr uDWeftried through the blue abyss ; 
They own thy power, accomplish thy command^ 

All gay with life, all eloquent with bliss. 
What shall we call them t piles of crystal lidkt ? 

A glorious company of golden streams 1 
Lamps of celestial ether burning bright 4 

Suns ILrhting systems with their joyous beans! 
But TBOv tb Ihese art as the nooa to night ! 



Thy cbMiii theunmeaiafed onirwrM idfmna : 

Upheld by thee, by thee inspired with breatb! 
Thou the be^pouing with the end haet boond. 

And beautiiully toingled life and death ! 
As spariEB mount upwiud from the fiery blaze* 

80 sans are bom, so worlds spring forth ficm 
thee! 
And as the dpangles in the sunny rays 

Shine round the silver snow, the pageantry 
Of heaven's bright army glitters in thy piaiso.'^ 
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